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NOTICE.—The articles on the New Practice now 
appearing in this Journal will be concluded 
with the present volume ; but it is intended, upon 
the commencement of the new system, under 
the same heading, to open a series Of notes, 
short articles, and reports, giving from week to 
week early information and explanation of the 
decisions of the courts upon points in the new 
procedure. 

Allldters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ 
Journal” must be authenticated by the name of the 
writer. 


The Solicitors’ Journal. 








LONDON, OCTOBER 23, 1875. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE ARRANGEMENTS with reference to the sittings of 
the new Court of Appeal are not yet perfected, and all 
that can at present be stated as having been decided is 
that as regards the old chancery business remaining for 
hearing before the Court of Appeal, it has been arranged 
that, for the first month of the sittings, appeals from 
interlocutory orders will be heard on Wednesday in each 
week, except the first, and petitions in lunacy and 
bankruptcy appeals on Saturday in each week. Appeals, 
properly so called, will also be heard on these days, and 
onevery other day except the first day of the sittings. 
There are about twenty-five chancery appeals and appeal 
motions waiting to be heard. 





THERE 18 ONE Pornt of great importance upon which 
it is to be hoped that some guidance will be given to 
practitioners before the new procedure comes into opera- 
tion. Section 22 of the Judicature Act, 1873, provides 
that causes pending in any of the consolidated courts, 
“so far as relates to the form and manner of procedure, 
++. may be continued and concluded in and before 
the said courts respectively, either in the same... 
manner as they would have been . . . or according to 
the ordinary course of the High Court and the Court of 
Appeal, as the said courts respectively may . . . direct.” 
What course should the practitioner take with regard to 
pending actions? Should he in all cases apply to the 
court for an order before taking any step? Surely that 
would be absurd; the expense and trouble would be 
unbearable, as the order, it will be observed, is not to be 
made by a judge, but by the High Court of Justice or 
the Court of Appeal. It is true that by section 39 any 
judge of the High Court may exercise in court or in 
chambers any part of the jurisdiction by the Act vested 
in the High Court in all such proceedings in any causes 
48 before the passing of the Act might have been heard 
In court or in chambers respectively by a single judge of 
any of the consolidated courts. But this is obviously 
not matter which might have been heard before the 
passing of the Act. Should the practitioner, then, take 
the step either according to the old practice or the new, 
Whichever he may think most convenient, and leave his 
opponent to apply to strike out the proceeding if he 
chooses? The Act expressly gives the discretion 
to the cowré and not to the parties. Probably the 
simplest and most convenient course would be for the 

Court to issue a general order that pending pro- 
ceedings shall be continued under the old practice, sub- 
ject toa power in a judge, on the application of the 
parties, or otherwise, to direct that the new procedure be 

The matter is now becoming one of most press- 
ing importance, and we trust that very shortly practi- 
will be relieved from their perplexity. 





Ture 1s A SECTION of the equity bar whose attitude 
with reference to the new procedure reminds us (if we 
may be permitted so irreverent a comparison) of the old 
cock-grouse described by the late Mr. Kingsley, who when 
anything happened out of the common, went off with a 
scream fancying the end. of the world was come, and 
afterwards returned to his family with the remark that 
he found the end of the world had not quite come, but 
it was certain to do so the day after to-morrow. Nota 
week passes but some startling discovery is made in the 
Rules to the disadvantage of the courts at Lincoln’s-inn. 
One of the latest subjects for dismay of which we have 
heard is rule 16 of order 36, under which the list of ac- 
tions for trial at the sittings in London and Middlesex 
respectively is to be prepared, and the actions allotted for 
trial, without reference to the division of the High Court 
to which such actions may be attached. Itis pointed out 
that an action in the High Court will be tried in Middle- 
sex unless some other place of trial be named in the 
statement of claim, or a judge otherwise orders (order 36, 
rule 1). Can it be that actions marked for the Chan. 
cery Division may be placed in the general list for trial 
before a judge of one of the common law divisions? The 
answer is that the phrase “sittings in London and 
Middlesex” must be taken in connection with section 30 
of the Judicature Act, 1873, under which sittings for the 
trial by jury of causes and questions or issues of fact 
are to be held continuously in Middlesex and London. 
We apprehend that if an action in the Chancery Divi- 
sion is appointed to be tried by a jury it will be entered 
in the list for the sittings in Middlesex, and will be 
tried in the regular course before one of the judges of 
the Common Law Divisions; but he will doubfless, in 
most cases, leave the parties to move for judgment in 
the Chancery Division. Trials in any other mode 
of actions assigned to the Chancery Division will, of 
course,be held, as heretofore, before a single judge of 
that Division (see Judicature Act, 1873, s. 42). 

Learned judges also appear to have stumbled over 
this 30th section. A few days ago, to the astonishment 
of every one, the Court of Exchequer, apparently without 
having taken counsel with the other courts, announced 
on its own account that it would hold simultaneous sit- 
tings in London and Middlesex. This rather high- 
handed mode of dealing with the provisions of section 
37 of the Act, under which, “subject to any arrange- 
ments which may be from time to time made by mutual 
agreement between the judges of the High Court, the 
sittings for trial by jury in London and Middlesex ... 
shall be held by or before judges of the Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, or Exchequer Division of the High 
Court,” appears to have excited remonstrance, and the 
notice has been withdrawn ; but it is to be hoped that a 
similar course will be resolved upon, after discussion, 
by all the Common Law Divisions. The state of the 
Queen’s Bench Guildhall cause list has long heen a 
scandal; and probably in no better shape could the 
benefits of the new procedure be brought home to the 
public than in the rapid clearing off of arrears which 
would be the result of the new arrangement. 





THERE HAS BEEN a@ great deal of discussion of late 
as to the powers and proper title of commissioners 
to administer oaths under the new system. The Judi- 
cature Act, 1873, dealing with commissioners to admi- 
nister oaths as officers of the court, provides, that 
“all” commissionerstotake oaths, at the timeof the com- 
mencement of the Act attached to any court whose juris- 
diction is thereby transferred to the High Court or Court 
of Appeal, shall, from and after the commencement of 
the Act, be attached to the Supreme Court (section 77), 
and “every person” at that time authorized to ad- 
minister oaths in any of the courts thus transferred, 
shall be a commissioner to administer oaths in all proceed- 
ings whatsoever thenceforth depending in the High 
Court or Court of Appeal (section 82), and, again, “ all” 
(future) commissioners to take oaths in the Supreme 
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Court shall be appointed by the Lord Chancellor 
(section 84, par. 3). Now, clearly, the one word 
“fusion”? expresses the intention of all the foregoing 
provisions—the obvious meaning being, that all 
existing commissioners to take oaths shall, from the time 
of the commencement of the Act, stand in precisely the 
same relation to the Supreme Court as commis- 
sioners hereafter to be appointed under the Act. 
It would certainly seem to be both illogical and out of 
harmony with the unifying principle now introduced, so 
to construe the Act as to make it appear to confer upon 
one set of commissioners (so to speak) some powers, and 
upen another set other powers—for instance, to limit any 
existing commissioners to any divisional court of the 
High Court, while all future commissioners would un- 
questionably be commissioners for the Supreme Court 
“generally.” The conclusion seems to be clear that 
“all” the commissioners to administer oaths recognized 
by the Supreme Court will have like powers. Nor can 
we think that the qualifying terms of paragraph 2 of 
section 77, or the provisions of order 60, affect the fore- 
going view, for the whole scope of those provisions shows 
that they are, primarily at least, intended to apply to 
officers or persons attached to the several departmental 
offices of the court. 

As to the designation to be adopted by the commis- 
sioners, there seems to be equally little doubt. Section 
84 describes those to be appointed in future as “ commis- 
sioners to take oaths or affidavits in the Supreme Court.” 
The schedule of costs appended to the additional rules, 
under the head “oaths and exhibits,” uses the same 
phrase—“ commissioners to take oaths or affidavits.” 
The description used in section 84 will doubtless be the 
proper designation of the commissioners. 





A LEAEBNED CORRESPONDENT has favoured us with the 
following notes of matters which seem to him to require 
to be dealt with by additional rules of court :— 

“The Judicature Act, 1873 (s. 45), seems to contem- 
plate a divisional court, composed of any judges of the 
High Court, to whatever divisions they belong, assigned 
to sit to hear appeals from petty and quarter sessions, or 
county courte. No rules have been made under this sec- 
tion providing for forming a divisional court, or making: 
any arrangement at all for the hearing of these appeals. 
Till this is done I presume that the appeals will be 
governed by the former rules, and may be entered in any 
division corresponding to a court in which they might 
originally have been entered. This, however, is not 
perfectly clear, and rules on this point are required.”’ 
(We doubt whether any division of the High Court 
would consent to hear these appeals, even assuming that 
under the large words of section 18 of the Act of 1873, 
and section 11 of the Act of 1875, they have power to do 
so. The divisional court, under section 45, may be con- 
stituted by “arrangements made for the purpose by the 
judges of the High Court.’’) 

“*Remembering the somewhat rancorous debate on 
the retention of the power to except to the ruling of a 
judge, the result is curious. Bills of exceptions are 
abolished (order 58, rule 1), but the right to except is 
retained (Judicature Act, 1875, s. 22). So far the 
victory was apparently with the supporters of the right, 
which, however, is to be by motion in the Court of Appeal 
founded upon an exception entered upon or annexed to 
the record. There will be no such thing as a record, so 
this right is not very valuable, and the victory rather 
a barren one. Itis true that order 23 talks of withdraw- 
ing a record, but this can only apply to actions proceed- 
ing under the old procedure, as, under the new, no 
record is to be entered. I can think of nothing to 
supply the place of the record for the purpose of exeep- 
tions; certainly not the printed copy of the pleadings 
given to the judge for his use, nor the copy ultimately 
filed, for that is not in official existence till judgment 
is entered; and certainly not the certificate of the 
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associate, for that has no characteristic of a record. §, 
I think I may safely say that the power to take excep. 
tions, so stoutly fought for, is gone, unless the judges wij 
make some rule to meet the difficulty, if they have power 
to do so, which, perhaps, is doubtful.” (There og, 
tainly is a defect in the rules in not providing what ist 
constitute the record; but we shall be surprised 
learn that the new court will not be a court of recon. 
and if it is, it will find little difficulty in determiniyy 
what its own record shall be. We should think the key 
will probably be found in order 41, rule 1; and we may 
point out that section 22 does not require the record tp 
bea record used at the trial.) 

“The rules are not very explicit as to what is to be 
done with amended pleadings. Where the parties arg 
unaltered, no doubt order 19, rule 7, will apply, and all 
the amended pleadings must be delivered. But what jy 
to be done when (say) a new defendant is added with ap 
adverse interest to the original defendant ? In practice 
I suppose all pleadings will be delivered to all ne 
parties. But should not the rules make provision for 
this ? 

“When any member of a corporation that is suing js 
called on, under order 31, rule 4, to incur expense in 
answering interrogatories, is he always to do it at his 
own cost, and if not at whose cost? ‘The rules ar 
altogether silent as to this.’ (The rule merely re-pro. 
duces section 51 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854). 

“ How is a cause transferred from a district regis. 
try to be entered in London, and by what will it 
thenceforth be designated? In the district it had 
letter and number; will they follow it to London, and 
will there not be confusion from the entry of a cause out 
of sequence as to its number and letter, and from the 
fact that there may be some seventy causes bearing the 
same number and letter? There do not appear to be any 
provisions under which the transferred cause will take 
its place in the London lists, and its priority for trial 
over London causes of later date may possibly come in 
question. It seems possible that, in the absence of 
regulations, there may be considerable doubt and confu- 
sion.” 





A CORRESPONDENT raises the question whether all com- 
missioners to take oaths in the Supreme Court will be 
legally qualified to take statutory declarations under 
5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 62, s. 18. Hitherto, we believe, the 
practice has been for country common law commissioners 
to take them; but London common law commissioners 
have very generally refrained from doing so, on the 
ground that the words in the section above referred to— 
“person now by law authorized to administer an oath,” 
did not refer to them, since their office was created by 
a statute (22 Vict. c. 16), subsequent to that relating to 
statutory declarations. The question is whether there is 
anything in the Acts or rules to remove this restriction. 
The provision of the Judicature Act, 1873 (s. 82} 
referred to above, with reference to commissioners to 
administer oaths, will not help us, for it merely authorizes 
every person authorized to administer oaths in any of the 
consolidated courts to administer oaths “in all proceed 
ings depending in the High Court or Court of Appeal,” 
and gives no power with reference to extra-judicial 
matters. And the provision of section 100 that “ oath” 
shall include statutory declaration carries us no farther, 
for, in addition to the limitation just noticed, it will be 
observed that the effect of the definition thus given of 
“oath” will be merely to make the provision of section 
82 read thus—any person now authorised to take statu- 
tory declarations in any court shall be authorised to take 
them in proceedings in the High Court and Court of 
Appeal. We apprehend, therefore, that our correspondent 
is right in his view that the provisions of the Act of 1878 
make no difference in the qualification to take statutory 
declarations under the above section of the Act of 
Will. 4. 
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ord, §) up PIRST SITTINGS PAPER Of the Supreme Court of 
© excep, MF sudicature, which we are enabled to print this week for the 
ges wil) tion of our readers, is only made out for so much 
Ve Dower MM of the Michaelmas sittings’ as is comprised in the month 
1ere Cer, of November, and it is confined to the Chancery Division 
hat isty HM ofthe High Court and the Court of Appeal. It will be 
rised t) HF observed that no change is made in the days arranged in 
Teco]; the courts of first instance for motions, or petitions, short 
TMining causes, adjourned summonses, or the general paper, and 
the key HB that the paper is modelled on the form previously in 
We may MM use, It is obvious that the authorities are still in doubt 
ecord ty as to the arrangements ultimately to be made, and it 
P may be anticipated that the sittings paper of the Court 
18 to be of Appeal for December will be of a different type from 
ties are that just issued. No indication is given in the paper of 
and all any intention that the Appeal Court shall hold auy sittings 
What ig at Westminster, except, of course, on the first day of the 
acti 
Cessary THE NEW PRACTICE: A READING OF THE 
On for RULES. 
wing ig APPEALS. 
nse jn Tue Court of Appeal constituted by the Judicature Act 
at hig of last session will have jurisdiction to hear appeals 
les are from any judgment or order of any division or judge of 
"er. the High Court (a), with the following exceptions—viz., 
e Act, (l) Orders by consent (b); (2) Orders as to costs only, 
which by law are left to the discretion of the court (c); 
regis. (3) Orders made by a judge in chambers, as to which no 
rill it motion to set aside or discharge has been made to the 
t had divisional court or judge in court (d); (4) Decisions of 
, and divisions] courts on appeals from inferior courts (¢) ; 
se out (5) Judgments of the High Court in criminal causes or 
m the matters (7). But in all these cases, except the last, leave 
g the may be given to appeal—in the three first-mentioned 
e any cases by the judge making the order, and in the fourth 
| take by the divisional court. 
trial The constitution of one and the same court for all 
1e in appeals from the High Court is followed by the institu. 
ce of tion of one and the same mode of appealing. Bills 
nfu- of exceptions and proceedings in error at common law, 
and petitions of re-hearing in chancery, are abolished (g), 
and it is provided that all appeals to the Court of Appeal 
om shall be by way of re-hearing, and shall be brought by 
1 be notice of motion in a summary way, and no proceeding 
nder other than such notice of motion shall be necessary. 
the The appellant may, by the notice of motion, appeal 
ners from the whole or any part of any judgment or order, 
ners and the notice of motion must state whether the whole 
the or part only is complained of, and in the latter case must 
ma specify such part (2). ‘The appeal must be brought, if 
h,” from an interlocutory order, or an order in the winding 
by up of a company under the Companies Act, 1862, or an 
to order in bankruptcy (i), within twenty-one days, and if 
ote from any other order or judgment, within a year from 
on, the signing or entering of the order or judgment, or in 
39\ «ase of the refusal of an application, from the date of 
to such refusal (&). Where an ex purte application has 
208 been refused by the court below, an application for a 
he similar purpose may be made to the Court of Appeal 
de €v parte within four days from the date of such refusal, 
ie or within such enlarged time as a judge of the court 
al below or of the appeal court may allow (/). No 
” deposit or security for costs is required to be given by 
r, the appellant unless “ under special circumstances” by 
6 order of the Court of Appeal (7). 
: ) Judicature Act, 1873, 8.19. (g) Order 58, rules 1,2. But 
4) Id. 8, 49, under section 22 of the 
. ¢) Ib, Judicature Act, 1875, 
e Tb. 8, 50, provision is made for a 
f ¢) Jd, 8. 46, process of the same kind 
; ) Except for some error of as bills of exceptions. 
} law apparent on the re- (h) Tb. rule 2. 
P 





(é) 2d, rules, 15, 9. 
(k) 7. rule 15, 
) Ib. rule 10. 
m) Id, rule 15, 


cord as to which no case 
shall have been reserved 
yaaa Act, 1873, 











Thenotice of appeal from any judgment must be a four- 
teen days’ notice; or if from an interlocutory order the 
notice must be a four days’ notice(). It must be served 
upon all parties directly affected by theappeal. It isnot 
necessary to serve parties not so affected, but the Court 
of Appeal may direct notice of the appeal to be served on 
all or any parties to the action, or upon any person not a 
party, and in the meantime may postpone or adjourn the 
hearing of the appeal upon such terms as may seem just, 
and may give such judgment and make such order as 
might have been given or made if the persons served with 
such notice had been originally parties. Any notice of 
appeal may be amended at any time as to the Court of 
Appeal may seem fit (0). 

The respondent need not, under any circumstances, 
give notice of motion by way of cross appeal, but if he 
intends, upon the hearing of the appeal, to contend that 
the decision of the court below should be varied, he must, 
within eight days in the case of an appeal from a final 
judgment, and two days in an appeal froman interlocutory 
order, or such time as may be prescribed by special order, 
give notice of such intention to any parties who may be 
affected by such contention. The omission to give such 
notice will not diminish the powers conferred by the Act 
upon the Court of Appeal, but may, in the discretion of 
the court, be ground for an adjournment of the appeal, 
or for a special order as to costs (p). 

Upon the appeal the Court of Appeal will have all the 
powers and duties, as to amendment and otherwise, of the 
court of first instance, together with full discretion to 
receive further evidence upon questions of fact, either by 
oral examination in court, by affidavit, or by deposition 
taken before an examiner or commissioner. This further 
evidence may be given without special leave ‘upon inter- 
locutory applications, or as to matters which have oc- 
curred after the date of the decision from which the ap- 
peal is brought. In other cases the further evidence 
will be admitted only on special grounds, and with special 
leave of the court (q). 

Upon an appeal in which any question of fact is in- 
volved, the evidence taken in the court below will, sub- 
ject to special order, be brought before the Court of 
Appeal—(1) As to affidavit evidence, by the production 
of printed copies of such of the affidavits as have been 
printed, and office copies of such of them as have not 
been printed; (2) As to oral evidence, by the production 
of a copy of the judge's notes, orsuch other materials as 
the court may deem expedient. Where evidence has not 
been printed in the court below, a judge of the court 
below, or of the Court of Appeal, may order it to be printed 
for the purpose of the appeal. If, upon the hearing of 
an appeal, a question arise as to the ruling or direction 
of the judge to a jury or assessors, the court will have 
regard to verified notes or other evidence, and to 
such other materials as it may deem expedient (r). 
The Court of Appeal, upon the hearing, will have 
power to give any judgment and make any order which 
ought to have been made, and to make such further or 
other order as the case may require. These powers may 
be exercised, notwithstanding that the notice of appeal 
may be that part only of the decision may be reversed or 
varied, and they may be exercised in favour of all or any 
of the parties, although they may not have appealed from, 
or complained of the decision (s). 

The officers attached to any division of the High Court 
will follow the appeals from that division into the Court 
of Appeal (¢). 

IV. HOW TO OBTAIN THE FRUITS OF SUING. 

A necessary consequence of the union of the courts is 
the introduction of uniformity into their methods of 
enforcing judgment. This has been effected by extend- 
ing to all the courts the remedies hitherto possessed by 








. (r) Ib. rales l1—13. 
(s) 7. rule 5. 
(¢) Order%60, rule 2. 


» (nv) Td. rule 4. 
(oe) Jd, rule 3. 
(p) Jd. rules 6, 7. 
(g) Jd. rule 5. 
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any of them. Thus, on the one hand, the Common Law 
Divisions as well as the Chancery Division, may use the 
writ of sequestration (u), which is to have the same effect 
as a writ of sequestration in chancery has heretofore had, 
and as to which it is provided that where any person is 
by any judgment directed to pay money into court or to 
do any other act in a limited time, and after due service 
of such judgment refuses or neglects to obey the same, 
the person prosecuting such judgment shall, at the ex- 
piration of the time limited for the performance thereof, 
be entitled, without any order, to issue a writ of seques- 
tration against the estate and effects of such disobedient 
person (v). On the other hand, the Chancery Division, 
equally with the common law divisions, may attach 
debts. The rules upon this subject are substantially 
those now in force in the common law courts (w). 

Every order of the court or a judge in an action or 
matter may be enforced in the same way as a judgment 
to the same effect (x). 

The detailed provisions as to the enforcement of judg- 
ments are the following :—(1) Judgment for payment of 
money may be enforced by any mode now available in 
any of the consolidated courts; (2) Judgment for pay- 
ment of money into court may be enforced by writ of 
sequestration, or in cases in which attachment is 
authorized by law, by attachment; (3) Judgment for 
recovery or delivery of possession of land may be en- 
forced by writ of possession; (4) Judgment for recovery 
of property other than land or money may be enforced 
by writ for delivery of the property, or by writ of attach- 
ment, or by writ of sequestration; (5) Judgment re- 
quiring any person to do any act other than the payment 
of money, or to abstain from doing anything, may be en- 
forced by writ of attachment, or committal (y). 

Any judge may make an order charging stock and 
shares, and the proceedings for obtaining such an order 
are to be the same as those in use at present under 
statutes 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, ss. 14 and 15, and3 & 4 Vict. 
c. 82, s. 1 (z). 

In general it may be said that the various writs of exe- 
cution are to have in future the same force and effect as 
the like writs have heretofore had, and are to be entered 
in the same manner as heretofore (a). So also the order 
in which writs of execution may be issued is unaffected 
by the rules (3). 

An important change is effected by the provision of 
order 42, rule 15, under which every person to whom 
any money or costs are payable under a judgment may, 
immediately after entry of the judgment, issue execution, 
unless the judgment is for payment within a period 
therein mentioned and such period has not expired, or a 
judge stays execution. 

Before the writ can be issued, there must be produced 
to the officer the judgment upon which the execution is 
to issue, or an office copy showing the date of entry (c). 
The party issuing the writ of execution, or his solicitor, 
must file a prcecipe for that purpose, containing the title 
of the action, the reference to the record, the date of the 
judgment, and of the order, if any, directing the execu- 
tion to be issued, the names of the parties against whom, 
or of the firms against whose goods, the execution is to be 
issued ; and signed by the solicitor of the party issuing 
it, or by the party issuing it, if he do so in person (d). 

Provisions similar to those in force at present at 
common law are made with reference to the indorsement 
on the writ of execution of the name and address of the 
solicitor actually suing it out, and when he sues out the 
writ as agent for another solicitor, the name and address 
of such other solicitor, or, in case no solicitor is employed 


(4) Order 42, rales 2, 4; order 


(v) Order 47. 
& Order 45, rules 1—10. 
2) Order 43, rule 20. 
{y) Order 42, rules 1—5, of delivery, order 49, 
(z) Order 46, rule 1. b) Order 42, rule 24. 
(a) See as tof. fa. andelegit, (c) Ib. rule 9. 
order #%, rule 1; as to (d) Jb. rule 10. 


writs in aid of 7. fa. or 
elegit, ib. rule 2; as to 
sequestration, order 47; 
as to writ of possession, 
order 48; and as to writ 





————2 
to issue the writ, the indorsement of a memorandum ex, 
pressing that it has been sued out by the plaintiff or gg. 
fendant in person, with his full address (e); also, with ze, 
ference to the indorsement on every writ of execution fgp 
the recovery of money, of a direction to the officer ty 
whom the writ is directed to levy the money due under. 
the judgment, stating the amount, and also to | 
interest thereon, if sought to be recovered, at the rate of 
£4 per cent. per annum, or at any higher rate agreed to 
be secured by the judgment, from the time when the 
judgment was entered up (/). The writ of execution, 
must bear date of the day on which it is issued, and the 
party entitled to execution may, as at present, levy the. 
poundage, fees and expenses of execution, over and aboyg- 
the sum recovered (9). 

The rules relating to the renewal of writs of execution, 
are substantially reproduced from the Common Lay: 
Procedure Act, 1854. They provide that a writ of 
execution, if unexecuted, shall remain in force for one 
year only from its issue; but the writ may, at 
any time before its expiration, by leave of a judge, 
be renewed by the party issuing it for one year, and g0 
on from time to time, either by being marked witha. 
seal of the court bearing the date of such renewal, or by 
such party giving a written notice of renewal to the: 
sheriff, signed by the party or his solicitor, and bearing the- 
like seal of the court ; and a writ of execution so renewed 
will have effect, and be entitled to priority, according to 
the time of the original delivery thereof (1). The pro. 
duction of the writ, or of the notice renewing it, purport. 
ing to be marked with the court seal, is to be sufficient. 
evidence of its having been so renewed (1%). 

So, also, following the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1852, it is provided that, as between the original parties. 
to a judgment, execution may issue at any time within 
six years from the recovery of the judgment (/), 

But in place of the process hitherto in use at common. 
law for reviving judgments after the end of this period, 
or after any of the origina! parties to the judgment have- 
died, it is provided that where six years have elapsed 
since the judgment, or any change has taken place by 
death, or otherwise, in the parties entitled or liable to- 
execution, the party alleging himself to be entitled to 
execution may apply to a judge for leave to issue execu- 
tion accordingly. And such judge may, if satisfied that 
the party so applying is entitled to issue execution, make 
an order to that effect, or may order that any issue or 
question necessary to determine the rights of the parties, 
shall be tried in any of the ways in which any question 
in an action may be tried. And in either case the judge 
may imposesuch terms, as to costs or otherwise, as shall seem 
just (/). Andin case any person not a party to an action: 
obtains any order, or any order is made in his favour, he will 
be entitled to enforce obedience to such order by the same 
process as if he were a party to the action; and any 
person not a party to an action, against whom obedience 
to any judgment or order may be enforced, will be liable- 
to the same process for enforcing obedience to such 
judgment or order as if he were a party to the action (m). 

The obsolete process of audita querela is no longer to 
be open to any person entitled to relief from a judgment: 
given against him on some ground which has arisen: 
since the judgment was given. He must (n) apply to 4 
judge for a stay of execution or other relief against such 
judgment, upon the ground of facts which have arisen 
too late to be pleaded; and the judge may give such 
relief and upon such terms as may be just (0). 

It is important to observe that the chancery rule as to: 
an appeal not operating as a stay of execution, or of pro- 
ceedings under the order appealed from, unless by ordet,. 
is extended to all the divisions of the High Court. The 
court appealed from, or any judge thereof, or the Coutt- 


ee 


(¢) Id. rule 11. «) Ib. rule 18. 


(f) Ib. rule 14. 1) Ib. rule 19. 

(g) Ib. rules 12,13. m) Ib, rule 21. 
(A) Order 42, rule 16, n) Ib, rule 22. 
(i) Lb. rule 17. (0) Ib. 
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ca vial 
— 
of Appeal may by order direct execution or proceedings 
under the judgment appealed from to be stayed (p). 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
VI. 


Tur Lasour Acrs.—(2) Conspiracy AND ProrEction or 
Property. 


Cur. 86.—An Act for amending the Law relating to 
Conspiracy and to the Protection of Property, and for 
other purposes. 

Tur first object of this Act, which, like the Employers 

and Workmen Act, does not apply to seamen (section 16), 

is to relax the stringency of the law of conspiracy as 

applied to combinations with reference to trade disputes 
between employers and workmen. It will be remem- 
pered that the Commission on the Labour Laws which 
sat last spring referred in their report to a direction re- 

rted to have been given by a learned judge in a case 
of conspiracy tried before him at the Leeds Assizes last 
year, that a combination by several workmen not to 
work with a particular person, and a refusal to work for 
an employer unless he dismissed that workman, amounted 
toaconspiracy at common law. The commissioners re- 
frained from expressing any opinion as to the correctness 
of this direction, but, assuming the law to be as thus 
stated, they recommended that it should be amended by 
acarefully guarded provision retaining within the scope 
of the law of conspiracy any combination to control the 
will of master or workman in relation to the mode of 
carrying on his business or work, or to wilfully break, or 
procure others to break any contract of service. The 

resent Act goes far beyond this suggestion, and provides 

sera 3) that a combination to do, or procure to be 
done, any act in contemplation or furtherance of a trade 
dispute between employers and workmen shall not be 
indictable as a conspiracy if the same act when com- 
mitted by one person would not be punishable as a 
crime. It will be remembered that by the Trades Union 
Act, 1871 (section 2), the purposes of a trades union are 
no longer unlawful, and by the present section any act 
done by a trade union to promote those purposes is 
lawful unless such act when done by one man would be 
a crime (i.e, an offence punishable by imprisonment, 
section 3), or unless such act constitutes a conspiracy to 
which a statutory punishment is affixed. The result, as 
has been well pointed out by one of the working class 
journals, is that the working classes are now in a better 
position as regards the law of conspiracy than any other 
ci : 

By the last clause of this section, the penalty for a 
combination to do an act in contemplation or further- 
ance of a trade dispute, which, if committed by one man 
would constitute a crime punishable only on summary 
conviction, is limited to three months’ imprisonment, 
unless a longer time is prescribed by the statute for the 
punishment of the act when committed by one person. 

The Act next proceeds to create certain offences, of 
Which the first relates exclusively to workmen, the second 
exclusively to masters, the third to masters and work- 
men exclusively, and the last to the general public. We 
shall consider them in the order here indicated. 

Section 4 renders it an offence punishable by fine not 
exceeding £20, or not exceeding three months’ imprison- 
ment with or without hard labour, wilfully or maliciously 
to break a contract of service with a municipal authority 
(as defined by section 14) or any company or contractor 
upon whom is imposed by Act of Parliament the duty, 
orwho have otherwise assumed the duty, of supplying 
any place with gas or water, “ knowing or having reason- 
able cause to believe that the probable consequences . . . 
Will be to deprive the inhabitants . . . of their supply of 
848 or water.” By section 15 the word maliciously is to 


be construed in the same manner as in section 58 of the 
es elcueepeatin 





(p) Order 53, rule 16. 








Malicious Injuries to Property Act, 7.e., as meaning “ whe- 
ther the offence shall be committed from malice conceived 
against the owner of the property in respect of which it 
shall be committed or otherwise.” The municipal author- 
ity, company, or contractor are bound to have constantly 
posted up in some conspicuous place at their works a 
printed copy of this section, under a penalty of not exe 
ceeding £5 for each day of default, and any one who de- 
faces or covers up such notice is to be liable to a penalty 
not exceeding forty shillings. 

Section 6 relates to the same subject as, and is framed 
upon the model of, section 26 of the Offences against the 
Person Act (24 & 25 Vict. c. 100), which renders 
punishable the wilful refusal or neglect by any person 
legally liable to provide necessary food, clothing, or lodg- 
ing for any apprentice or servant to provide such food, 
&c., whereby the life or health of such apprentice or ser- 
vant has been endangered or permanently injured. But 
it is to be observed that ‘‘ medical aid” is now added to 
‘food, clothing, or lodging; ” ‘‘ seriously or permanently 
injured’ is substituted for “ permanently injured,” and 
the penalty is lowered to a fine of not exceeding £20 or 
imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months. 

Section 5 renders liable to punishment by fine not ex- 
ceeding £20 or imprisonment not exceeding three months 
any person who wilfully and maliciously breaks a con- 
tract of service or of hiring, knowing, or having reason- 
able cause to believe, that the probable consequences of his 
so doing will be to endanger human life, or cause serious 
bodily injury, or to expose valuable property to destruc- 
tion or serious injury. It should be noticed that, under 
the words in italics, there are not included in this section 
contracts for piece work. 

Section 7 contains the provision which is to take the 
place of section 1 of the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 
1871, relating to threats, molestation, and obstruction 
with a view to coerce. It resembles in substance the 
repealed enactment, except that it is of general appli- 
cation to “ every person why, with a view to compel 
any other person to abstain from doing or to do any act 
which such other person has a legal right to do or ab- 
stain from doing,” does the acts specified. It also gives 
the option of inflicting a fine not exceeding £20, and it 
provides expressly, with reference to picketing, that “ at- 
tending at or near the house or place where a person ree 
sides, or works, or carries on business, or happens to be, 
or the approach to such house or place, in order merely 
to obtain or communicate information, shall not be 
deemed a watching or besetting within the meaning of 
this section.” 

As to the proceedings to be taken to enforce the 
penalties provided, the Act applies the powers of Jervis’s 
Act to offences punishable under it by courts of summary 
jurisdiction (section 10). Section 9 enables any person 
accused before a court of summary jurisdiction* to object 
to being tried by a court of summary jurisdiction 
and to have his offence prosecuted on indictment. 
Section 12 gives any person aggrieved by any con- 
viction of the court of summary jurisdiction the right of 
appeal to the quarter sessions, subject to certain speci- 
fied conditions. The court of appeal may confirm, re- 
verse, or modify the decision of the court of summary 
jurisdiction, or may remit the matter to that court with 
the opinion of the court of appeal thereon. Section 11, 
in proceedings for the three offences firstly above-men- 
tioned, makes the parties to the contract of service, or 
their husbands or wives, competent witnesses ; and sec- 
tion 8 enables the court having jurisdiction in respect 
of any offence under any Act relating to employers and 
workmen to reduce any pecuniary penaltyimposed bysuch , 
Act to not less than one-fourth of the amount specified. 

A lengthy clause (section 17) repeals a variety of 
enactments ; as to many of them in the vicious manner, 
which we had hoped was really extinct, of repealing by 
reference to a schedule in a repealed Act. 





* The definition of this court given in the Employers anc 
Worknien Act is repeated by section 13—see ante, p. 921. 
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Lecat PRactirioneRrs, 


Car. 79.—An Act to amend the Law relating to Legal 
Practitioners. 


The Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 
73, 8. 37), after providing that attorneys or solicitors 
shall not commence an action for fees until one month 
after delivery of their bills, empowers a judge of the 
superior courts to authorize an attorney or solicitor to 
commence such action, although one month shali not 
have expired from the delivery of his bill, on proof 
to the satisfaction of the judge that there is probable 
cause for believing that the party chargeable is about to 
quit England. The present Act repeals the above 
proviso, and substitutes for it a provision that the judge 
may authorize the attorney or solicitor to commence an 
action or suit for the recovery of his fees, and also re- 
Ser his bill for taxation, although one month shall not 
have expired from the delivery of the bill, on proof to the 
satisfaction of the judge that there is probable cause 
for believing that the party chargeable is about to quit 
England, or to become a bankrupt or liquidating or 
compounding debtor, or to take any other steps or do any 
other act which, in the opinion of the judge, would tend 
to defeat or delay such attorney or solicitor in obtaining 
payment.” The words in italics represent the change in 
the law effected by this addition to the statute-book. 


REMISSION OF PENALTIES. 

Car. 80.—An Act toamend the Act of the twenty-first 
year of the reign of King George the Third, chapter 
Sorty-nine, intituled “ An Act for preventing Certain 
Abuses and Profanations on the Lord’s-day called 
Sunday,” and for further amending the law concern- 
ing the remission of penalties. 

This small Act is the only mark as yet made upon the 
statute-book by the numerous questions put during last 
session by Sir George Bowyer, Mr. Ashbury, and others 
as to the intentions of the Government relative to the en- 
forced Sunday closing of the Brighton Aquarium, in 
consequence of the successive decisions of Terry v. 
The Brighton Aquarium Company (L. R. 10 Q. B. 
306), and Warner v. The Same. It will be remem- 
bered that in the latter case Kelly, C.B., gave judgment 
against the company, “not only with reluctance but 
repugnance,” and expressed a hopethat the decision would 
lead “to a great and salutary amendment of the law.” 
An amendment has been effected, but it can hardly be 
called great. ‘The recital refers to certain doubts as to 
the power of the Crown to remit the penalties under 21 
Geo, 3, c. 49, “ by reason of its being contended that the 
power of the Crown”’ to remit “ does not extend to penal 
actions;” and the section then confers power on her 
Majesty to “remit in whole or in part any penalty ... 
imposed or recovered for any offence under the said Act 
whether .. . by action, or any other process.” There 
is no specific reference to 22 Vict. c. 32, which Mr. Cross 
seemed to think gave him power to do what the present 
Act authorizes ; that statute and the present one are left 
to be worked together ; and no procedure is provided for 
intercepting the fruits of the common informer’s judg- 
ment before execution. 








Sir Lawrence Peel writes to the Times with reference to a 
recent reference to him as a tardy convert to the advantage 
ofa fusion of law and equity, In that respect, he says, 
I acknowledge my former darkness and its late dispersion. 
But I have no recollection of having ever stated that I went 
t> India believing with B'ackstone that all that I left behind 
me in England in the administration of the law was right. 
My opinion even then was far otherwise. In the first edition 
of S'arkie on Evidence, in which the author vindicated our 
then unreformed laws of evidence, I read a short time ago 
in my copy, in my handwriting, written in the first or 
scond year after I was called to the bar, a note expressing 
my entire dissent from the author's conclusions, and my 


— 
Rehtews. 


THE JUDICATURE ACTS. 


Tue Supreme Court or Jupicature Acts, 1873 anp 1835, 
ScuEepuLE or Ruies anp Forms, AND OTHER Ruy 
AND OrpgERs; wiTH Norges. By ArnrHur WILs60n, of the 
Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. London: Stevens§ 
Sons. 1875. 


The advantages derived by Mr. Wilson, from his posi. 
tion as one of the draftsmen appointed to draw up the 
rules and forms under the new system, were so 
that his edition of the Acts, rules, and orders has bee 
looked upon beforehand as the one which every practi. 
tioner would find indispensable, and which, though not 
officially sanctioned, would be in fact adopted in the 
public offices. And as, by all appearance, this expecta. 
tion has been already so largely realized, it might seen 
almost superfluous to pass the work under review, since 
we shall be addressing those who have already become 
for the most part themselves critics in a practical 
sense. It would, however, be unfair, as well to 
the author as to those of our readers who 
have not yet had anopportunity of forming a judgment 
on the work, if, amongst the namerous books on the 
same subject which are issuing daily from the press, we 
left this without notice. And having, with much in. 
terest, and with a very practical desire for information, 
read through Mr. Wilson’s book from cover to cover, we 
are able to speak with some confidence as to its contents, 
These are very accurately expressed by the title. If any 
persons have expected that Mr. Wilson was about to 
unfold the inner secrets of the committee of judges and 
of the draftsmen, and the considerations which ruled 
their councils and determined their choice of one form or 
regulation rather than another, they will be entirely 
disappointed. He deals exclusively, and very properly, 
only with public materials. Those will be equally 
disappointed, if there are any such, who expected the 
book to be a general treatise on the practice under the 
new system. The attempt to write such a work at the 
present time would indicate a want of judgment in the 
author, whoever he were, which would leave us but little 
confidence in his capacity. But such an attempt in Mr 
Wilson’s hands would, from his position as draftsman, 
have worn besides an appearance almost of presump- 
tion. We cannot doubt that he has done wisely in 
allowing the law to speak for itself, and confining 
himself in his notes within the limits of what was likely 
to be serviceable and would be certainly trustworthy. 

Mr. Wilson’s introduction, though carefully written, 
and such as will be usefully read for the purpose of 
gaining a general view of the effect of the new system, 
will probably not be much consulted after the first read- 
ing, especially as it is not accompanied by references. 
It is, however, sufficiently full tor its purpose, except 
that we should like to have seen it more explicitly 
pointed out in what respects the recent changes do not 
affect the previously existing law and procedure. Ih 
books of practice, however, the introduction stands for 
less than in most works, and we pass on to consider the 
plan and the execution of that part which will centinually 
lie between the finger and thumb of the practitioner. 
leading feature in Mr. Wilson’s plan appears to be, while 
printing in full the Acts and rules in their own order, 
at the same time to secure that, as far as practicable, the 
reader shall have under his eye all the provisions relating 
to the same matter. To do this in every case would, of 
course, have involved an intolerable and useless repeti- 
tion. The problem to be solved was, therefore, to dis- 
cover at which of the places, where the same matter 
referred to, all the provisions in the Acts and rules, and 
the incorporated statutory procedure relating to that 





opin‘on that in every case the incapacitated person shou'd 
be admitted os a witness, 


matter, or so many of them as were most necessary oF 
useful, could be most conveniently collected. Mr. 
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————— 
Wilson appears to us to have made his choice with great 
skill and success, and the advantage of having the various 
ions thus collected together amply compensates for 
the occasional necessity of printing the same matter 
twice or even more frequently. There remain, however, 
numerous places where the reader or practitioner, without 
wishing to have the whole matter collected, needs ample 
references to such parts of the Acts and rules as illustrate 
or supplement the provision before him. The furnishing 
of these references is, in our opinion, beyond comparison 
the most important thing ; indeed, the value of the book, 
as a book of practice, may be said to turn upon it. 
And here we think everything has been done which 
the subject requires. Few rules—and it is in the rules 
that references are most needed—are left without a 
cross reference; the references are ample, and the 
description of the matter referred to is clear. 

The other matters contained in the notes are as follows: 
—First, a short view of each branch of practice inserted 
under the leading rule in that branch ; secondly, the in- 
dication by comparison and distinction of the separate 
functions of the several rules; thirdly, a comparison of 
the new rule with the rule of practice which it either 
adopts and continues or replaces ; and fourthly, sometimes 
amore extended view of the construction which has been 
put upon some of the statutory provisions which are in- 
corporated into the new system, such as the Bills of Ex- 
chenge, the Interpleader Acts, the Judgment Acts, the 
County Court Acts, and the garnishment clauses of the 
Act of 1854. The two first classes, which are by far the 
most important, are exceedingly well and clearly expressed. 
With respect to the two last, opinions will be more di- 
vided; and it is probable that no two men would agree 
at what point, between the extremity of meagreness and 
an over-burdened fulness, the line ought to be drawn. 
The comparison with the previous practice will be found 
to be more complete in regard to the old common law 
than in regard to the old chancery practice; 
the main thing, however, is to point out what the 
new practice is, so far as it lies plain and explicit 
upon the face of the Acts and rules, and not 
to speculate upon difficult and doubtful points 
which may, and no doubt will, from time to time arise, 
and which may have to be determined in part by the 
analogy of the old practice; and reading the notes with 
this limitation, we think they will not be found 
inadequate. As to the construction put by practice and 
decision upon such statutory provisions as are in effect 
re-enacted, we are inclined to think that the notes are 
sometimes in excess of what is needed, but we are not 
disposed to grumble at having useful and accessible in- 
— even where we should not have expected to 

it. 

We are inclined to doubt whether Mr. Wilson is alto- 
gether right in his view on some points; for instance, as 
to the limitation in the future of the remedy by manda- 
mus (p. 65); as to the limitation of the effect of rule 8 
of order 17 (p. 202); and (especially having regard to 
order 42, rule 21) as to the limitation of the effect 
of order 16, rule 17, &c. We should have been glad 
also to see an annotation to order 41, rule 5, order 
42, rule 24, and order 58, rule 14; and under 
order 42, rule 20, the provisions of 32 & 33 Vict. c. 62 
should have been more fully noticed. There are also 
some misprints which a future edition will doubtless 
correct. These are, however, slight matters; nor upon 
any question of opinion will we venture to be at all 
positive, 

The result of a very careful examination of Mr. 
Wilson’s book is that it is executed with great care and 
thoroughness, and that it will be of the utmost value to 
all those on whom the task falls, whether as practitioners 
or as administrators of the law, of applying and adapting 
the new practice and procedure. 





THE LABOUR LAWS. 

Tue Lasour Laws. By James Epwarp Davis, Barrister. 
at-Law, late Police Magistrate for Sheffield. Butter- 
worths. 

A good book on this subject should fulfil two distinct 
functions by no means easy tocombine. It should afford 
a clear and untechnical explanation of the law for the bene- 
fit of the magistrates who will have to administer it, and 


‘it should also contain a careful and accurate commentary 


on the law for the benefit of lawyers. Mr. Davis has 
in our opinion successfully fulfilled both these requisites. 
In his first five chapters he gives so much of the history 
of the labour laws as is necessary to the thorough com- 
prehension of the recent enactments. The first chapter 
contains a summary of the provisions respecting breaches 
of labour contracts before the Master and Servant Act, 
1867 ; then follows an outline of the provisions of that 
Act ; chapter iii. contains a similar account of the laws re- 
lating to combination and of the Criminal Law Amend- 
ment Act, 1871, and this is succeeded by a concise 
statement of the law of conspiracy in relation to employer 
and employed as it existed before the recent statute. 
The consideration of the legislation of last session is pre- 
faced by a summary of the report of the commission 
which sat in the early part of last session. This 
is succeeded by an excellent popular account of 
the two Acts of last session, and then under the 
heads of Procedure under the Employers and Work- 
men Act, 1875, and Procedure under the Con- 
spiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875, there are 
given detailed explanations of the provisions of those 
measures. ; 

Confining our attention to these chapters, as intended 
more especially for the lawyer, we find the provisions 
of the Acts carefully and elaborately discussed. Thus, 
with reference to the definition of “contract” in 
the Employers and Workmen Act, Mr. Davis points out 
that “it is manifestly intended that the contract of ser- 
vice, or contract personally to execute any work or labour, 
should have relation to the workman’s ordinary or occa- 
sional vocation, as defined; that is to say, that the con- 
tract should be in that particular character. Thus... 
a ‘journeyman’ in a trade involving manual labour, 
under an occasional contract, outside his ordinary voca- 
tion to serve, say for example, as a copying clerk, or in 
any other character of that description, would not be 
within the Act in respect of that occasional service; for 
although answering the description of, as ordinarily, a 
‘journeyman,’ and entering into ‘ a contract of service,’ 
and therefore apparently falling within the required de- 
finition, he would not, in respect of the supposed occa- 
sional contract of service, be a workman within the Act, 
for the contract would not be in his ordinary character, 
nor would he, although in one sense engaged in manual 
labour, be a ‘ workman’ otherwise engaged in manual 
labour.” And with reference to the word “ dispute,” 
upon which we observed last week, we find Mr. Davis 
saying, “‘ The word ‘ dispute’ is not very happily chosen, 
if intended to give an accurate notion of the principal 
grounds on which proceedings before magistrates have 
been heretofore instituted. In the majority of cases, 
an employer had complained of a workman for non-per- 
formance of his duty, the non-performance consisting of 
an absenting without any colour of right, or any deli- 
berate intention to violate the contract, express or im- 
plied; and where not a word in the shape of ‘ dispute,’ 
in the popular sense of the word, has arisen. So 
wages not unfrequently remain unpaid, from pecuniary 
embarrassments of the employer. With the 
wide range necessary to give the word ‘ dispute,’ it may 
in general be read as ‘claim,’ and the Lord Chancellor's 
orders take this view, for they altogether ignore the 
word ‘ dispute.’’’ These may serve as specimens of the 
care with which the points arising in the various 
sections are discussed. The only point occurring to us 





which we do not find noticed in this part of the work is as 
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to the prison in which the debtor is to be confined. Mr. 
Davis correctly remarks that no express provision is made 
for this in the Employers and Workmen Act, and he seems 
to suggest that under the incorporated Jervis's Act, the 
imprisonment in default of distress will be in the House of 
Correction. But if the rules made under the Act are any 
guide, the intention of the framers of the Act has been 
that the debtor should be committed to the “ prison of 
the county to which debtors are committed.” (See form 
6 in the schedule to the rules.) 

Upon the Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act 
Mr. Davis has less to say than upon its companion ; 
but his observations on the word “ maliciously,” to which 
Mr. Cross appeared to attach so much value, and upon 
the peculiar principle contained in this Act of making 
the circumstance of whether a particular offence is or is 
not indictable dependent upon the will of the accused, 
are worthy of careful attention. The two Acts are 
printed in full at the end of the book, and in an 
appendix Mr. Davis has collected the umrepealed 
statutes relating to employers and workmen, and has 
annotated them where annotation is necessary. 

Mr. Davis may be congratulated upon having produced 
a book which will probably become the standard work 
on the important subject to which it relates. 








Quertes ow the Pew Practice. 


COMMISSIONERS TO TAKE OATHS IN THE SuPREME CoURT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The letter from “A Managing Clerk,” which ap- 
peared in your issue of the 9th inst., suggests the inquiry 
whether commissioners to take oaths or affidavits in the 
Supreme Court will be legally qualified to take statutory 
declarations, and perform the extra-judicial duties of the 
present chancery commissioners; and as the point is im- 
portant, especially in conveyancing matters, I should be 
pleased to know your opinion upon the subject. By the 
77th section of the Act of 1873, the existing chancery and 
common law commissioners will, when the Act comes into 
force, be ‘‘ attached” to the Supreme Court, with the en- 
larged authorities mentioned in section 82; but as the last- 
mentioned section is confined to causes and matters depend- 
ing in court, my idea is that the transferred common law 
commissioners will still be legally incompetent to take 
declarations, &c., although the transferred chancery com- 
missioners will retain their authority to do so. The 77th 
section appears to relate solely to transferred commissioners 
&c., and [am unable to discover anything in the Act con- 
ferring the somewhat extensive extra-judicial powers now 
possessed by chancery commissioners, upon the commission- 
ers to be appointed under the Act. Mio. 


[Our correspondent will find the subject discussed under 
the head “ Current Topics.” —Ep. 8. J.] 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal, | 

Sir, —A question has been raised by one of your contem- 
poraries respecting the construction of the 82nd section of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, and the same point has been discussed 
in a letter from “A Managing Clerk” appearing in the 
number of your Journal for the 9th of October inst. By 
that section every person authorized at the commencement 
ofthe Act to administer oaths “in any of the courts” 
whose jurisdiction is thereby transferred to the High Court 
of Justice ‘‘shall be a commissioner to administer oaths in 
all causes and matters whatsoever which may from time to 
time be depending in the said High Court or in the Court of 
Appeal.’” By the 77th section ‘‘ All... commissioners... 
and also all officers . . . attached to any court . . . whose 
jurisdiction is hereby transferred to the High Court or to the 
Court of Appeal. . . shall . . . be attached to the Supreme 
Court,” and by order 60 of the Act of 1875, all ofticers 
(commissioners not being mentioned by name) attached to 
the Courts of Chancery, Queen's Bench, Common Pleas, 
Exchequer, Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty respectively 
— be attached to the corresponding division of the High 
Jourt. 








The question raised, to put it in a practical form, 
whether a person authorized to administer oaths in the 
sent Court of Exchequer of Pleas will, by authority otth 
above section, be entitled, after the commencement of the 
Act, to administer oaths (say) in the Chancery Division of 
the High Court, or whether the words “all causes and 
matters whatsoever” can be construed to comprise only 
those causes and matters which may be prosecuted in tha 
corresponding Exchequer Division of the High Court or may 
beunder appeal from that division. Many arguments occur ty 
me on both sides of the question, but I refrain from taki 
up your space. I believe, however, the point would bé of in. 
terest to many of ycur readers, and no doubt you can ep. 
lighten A Svusscrmer, 

Oct. 18. 

[See an answer under “ Current Topics.” —Ep. S. J.] 








Appututurents, Ete. 


Mr. Ernest Barctay, solicitor, of Madras, has been 
pointed to act as Government Solicitor for the Madrag 
Presidency, daring the absence of Mr. Henry George 
Prichard. 

Mr. Arruur Octavius BayLey, solicitor, of 25, Bucklers. 
bury, has been elected Vestry Clerk of the Parish of Si, 
Martin, Outwich, in the place of his partner, Mr. John 
Combs, who has resigned on account of ill-health. 

Mr. Ricuarp RatPH BLACKWELL, assistant clerk to the 
Leicester magistrates, has been appointed Olerk to the 
Magistrates for that borough, in succession to Mr. Joseph 
Barber Haxby, resigned. 

Mr. ANDREW RuTHERFORD CLARK, LL.D., advocate, and 
Dean of Faculty, has been appointed a Judge of the Comt 
of Session in Scotland, in succession to the late Lord 
Mackenzie. Mr. Clark was educated at the University of 
Edinburgh, and was called to the bar in Scotland in 1849. 
He was for some time sheriff of the counties of Haddington 
and Berwick, and was Solicitor-General for Scotland from 
1869 till 1874. On the change of Ministry last year he 
succeeded the present Lord Advocate in the position of 
Dean of the Faculty of Advocates. 


Mr. Tuomas Erskine Horzanp, D.C.L., barrister, has 
been appointed Honorary Professor of the Law Faculty of 
the University of Perugia. Mr. Holland is the son of the 
late Rev. Dr. Holland, Prebendary of Chichester, by the 
eldest daughter of the first Lord Erskine. He was eda- 
cated at Magdalen College, Oxford, where he graduated 
first class in Litere Humaniores in 1858. He becamea 
Fellow of Exeter College, and in 1860 he obtained the 
Chancellor's prize for the English essay. He was for 
some years Vinerian Reader in Common Law, and about 
a year ago he was elected Chichele Professor of Inter- 
national Law and Diplomacy, to which a Fellowship at All 
Souls’ College is attached. Mr. Holland was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1863, and he is a mem- 
ber of the Home Circuit and Surrey Sessions. He is one 
of the Examiners in Jurisprudence, Roman Law, &c., to 
the University of London, and is the aathor of “ An Essay 
on Composition Deeds,’’ “Essays on the Form of Law,” 
anedition of Justinian, and “A Lecture on Albericas 
Gentilis.”’ 

Mr. George Canter Morrison, solicitor, of Reigate and 
Cannon-street, has been appointed Vestry Clerk of the 
Old Borough of Reigate. Mr. Morrison was admitted a 
solicitor in 1849, and is clerk to the Reigate Board of 
Guardians. 

Mr. Francis TrEGONWELL Jouns, solicitor, has been 
elected an Alderman for the Borough of Blandford. Mr. 
Johns was admitted a solicitor in 1843, and is in partner. 
ship with Mr. Sivclair ‘Traill. He is registrar of the 
Blandford County Court, clerk to the Highway and Burial 
Boards, joint district registrar of the Court of Probate, 
deputy-registrar of the Archdeaconry of Dorset, and 
under sheriff of the county. 

Mr. Georce Wuirr, solicitor, of Guildford, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Woking School Board in the place 
of Mr. G. Smallpiece who has resigned. Mr. White was 
admitted in 1851, and is registrar of the Guildford and 





Godalming County Conrt. 
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General i Correspondence. 


ne,¢ To CorRESPONDENTS.—Fiz.—Your best course will 





be to apply at the office of the steward or treasurer of any 


ef the Inns of Court, where full information will be given. 
7, P. ¥.—Next week. An official answer to your 
inquiry is promised us in a day or two. 





Soricrtors’ Epvcation. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I regret that the President of the Incorporated 
Law Society, in his speech at Liverpool on the 16th 
October, should have suggested that the standard of ex- 
amination for intending solicitors is at present too high. 
Itcan hardly be doubted that the actual practice of the 

fession suffers seriously from the low standard of pro- 
fessional knowledge ‘with which too many solicitors are 
content. ‘To call the final examination a “ high’ examina- 
tion, must appear ludicrous to any who have experienced 
it. It is, unfortunately, true that many who pass that 
examination are scarcely able to take upon themselves the 
current duties of an office. But it will not be amongst 
those who have most devoted themselves to high study of 
law that these incapables will be found. That so many who 

the final examination are incapable of undertaking the 
duties of an office may be due, in part, to the defective 
character of the examination. Itis trae that no examina- 
tion can supply an infallible test of practical ability, but 
more than is done might be done in this direction. It is 
very necessary that a high standard of education should be 
instituted, and maintained, for solicitors as well as for 
barristers ; and the members of that society which is 
supposed to make the education and professional interests 
of solicitors its peculiar care should be the last to let fall 
-expressions which may be construed into an assertion 
that solicitors need not concern themselves about acquir- 
ing a thorongh knowledge of law. A. 7 





Sucieties. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The annual provincial meeting of this association was 
held at Liverpool, on Thursdsy, the 14th inst. (simul- 
taneously with the meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society), in the Council Chamber of the Town Fall, and in 
presence of a numerous assemblage of solicitors from all 
parts. Mr. Frederick Thomas Veley (of Chelmsford), 
occupied the chair on the occasion. The thirty-fifth 
half-yearly report, which was taken as read, stated 
that during the half-year ended the 3lst of August last 
58 new members were admitted, making, with those 
added during the previous six months, a total accession of 
115 new members in the past year. The aggregate number 
of members enrolled in the association is now 2,420, of 
whom 851 are life and 1,569 annual ; 36 life members are 
also annual contributors. The receipts during the half-year 
ended the 31st of August last were £1,824 16s. 2d., which, 
added to those of the previous six months, give a total of 
£3,363 88. 9d. as the receipts for the past year. Daring the 
half-year the Board distributed in grants of pecuniary aid 
‘mong the families of ten deceased members of the associa- 
tion, the sum of £430, and the sum of £425 to the families 
of thirty-four deceased solicitors who were not members. 
These amounts, with the grants made during the previous 
six months, give a total of £640 distributed during the year 
in grants of pecuniary aid to the families of 13 deceased 
members of the association in sumsof from £30 to£80to each 
Tecipient, and of £635 to the families of 56 deceased 

tors who were not members, in sums of from £5 to £20 
each, making in the whole £1,275 applied to pu s of 





“Gfelief during the year. A sum of £740 18s. 1d. was invested 





he purchase of three per cent. Reduced Annuities, making, 

e investments in the previous half-year, a total of 
£1,558 13s. 4d. funded during the past year. The funded 
Capital of the association now consists of £7,000 three per 
cent. Consols, £8;000 India five cents., £11,000 India four 
»Per cents., £3,907 London and North-Western Railway four 








per cent. perpetual debenture stock, £843 three-per cent. 
Reduced Annuities, and £250 London and St. Katharine 
Docks four per cent. debenture stock, making a total of 
£31,000 stock, and producing annual dividends amounting 
to £1,230. A balance of £175 2s. 9d. remained to the credit 
of the association with the Union Bank on the $1st of 
August, and there was at the same date a sum of £15 in the 
hands of the secretary. The annual festival of the associa- 
tion in May last, held under the presidency of the 
present Lord Mayor of London, realized a net addi- 
tion to the funds of £475 1s. 6d., with an increase of 72 to 
the number of members. The report was adopted. 

An alteration in the rules, moved by the chairman, to 
enable the directors, when and as they think fit, to grant 
annuities and donations, was adopted. 

The chairman also moved an alteration of the rules to 
enable the directors to relieve “such poor or necessitous per- 
sons as are or have been attorneys, solicitors, or proctors, 
and have not been members, and who, in the opinion of the 
directors, may be deserving objects.” He said he thought 
they ought to be able to support theirown poor. After some 
discussion, in which objections were urged against the motion, 
it was rejected. 

The officers of the society were duly elected, votes of 
thanks being passed to those who had served during the past 
year. 





= 





Obituary. 


MR. HORACE TOMPSON CHITTY. 


Mr. Horace Tompson Chitty, barrister, one of the stipen- 
diary magistrates for the colony of British Guiana, died at 
Berbiceonthe 26th ult., in his thirty-fourth year. Mr. Chitty 
was the eldest son of the late Mr. Tompson Chitty, barrister, 
of the Home Circuit, known as one of the authors of 
‘*€ Chitty and Temple on the Law of Carriers,” aud editor 
of several other treatises. He was grandsonof Mr. Joseph 
Chitty, senior, the celebrated special pleader, and first 
cousin of Mr. Joseph William Chitty, Q.C. ‘He entered at 
Gray’s-ion when very young, and practised for some time 
as a special pleader, and he was called to the bar at Gray’s- 
Inn in Trinity Term, 1869, when he joined the Home 
Circuit and Surrey Sessions, In 1873 he received from 
the Earl of Kimberley the appointment of stipendiary 
magistrate at Berbice. Since his arrival in the colony he 
had discharged his judicial duties with great assiduity, but 
his constitution was not a sound one, and he soon proved 
unable to sustain the effects of a tropical climate. The 
appointment is worth £700 per annum, with an extra 
allowance of £100 fortravelling expenses, and it is in the 
gift of the Secretary of State for the Colonies. 





MR. SEPTIMUS WRIGHT. 


Mr. Septimus Wright, solicitor, of Hitchin, died at that 
place on the Ist inst., at the age of seventy-two. Mr. 
Wright was admitted a solicitor in 1825, and had ever since 
carried on business at Hitchin. During a part of the time 
he was in partnership with Mr. W. O. ‘Times (Registrar of 
the Hitchin County Court and one of the coroners for the 
a but the partnership was dissolved a few years ago. 
Mr. Wright was a commissioner for taking affidavits in 
chancery, and a perpetual commissioner for Hertfordshire 
and Bedfordshire. He was a man of very charitable dis- 
position and took a warm interest in all local and parochial 
matters. “He was one of the most active members of the 
Hitchin Society for Bettering the Condition of the Poor, and 
was a zealous supporter of the infirmary. His son, Mr. 
Frederick Ashfield Wright, was admitted a solicitor in 
1870, and practises at Hitchin. 








It is announced that the Lord Chancellor will hold the 
usual reception on the 2nd of November at the opening of 
the Michaelmas sittings. 

A notice was iesued on Saturday (which will be found in 
another column) to the effect that on andafter the 27th inst. 
the business of the Court of Bankruptcy, Basinghall-street, 
and its various offices will, be transacted at 33 and 34, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
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Courts. 


LONDON BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
Norticz. 


Notice is hereby given that on and after the 27th day of 
October, 1875, the business of the court and its various 
offices will be transacted at the Court-buildings, 33 and 34, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. W. Hazrit, Senior Registrar. 

Basinghall-street, Oct. 9. 


‘ 








Leqal Ltems. 


Tt is stated that the Right Hon. Sir Samuel Martin has 
been elected an honorary member of the Jockey Club. 

It is stated that the next vacancy in the Calcutta High 
Court Bench is to be filled by Mr. Stokes, secretary to the 
Legislative Council. 


The Scotsman understands that the Queen, on the recom- 
mendation of the Earl of Carnarvon, hs signified ber inten- 
tion to confer the honour of knighthood on Mr. Matthew 
Baillie Begbie, Chief Justice of British Columbia. 

The! Chester Courant says that it is the intention of the 
county justices to ask Mr. Horatio Lloyd, Recorder of 
Chester, and judge of the Chester and North Wales County 
Court, to preside over the criminal business of the county. 


The Right Hon. Lord Cottesloe has been elected chairman 
of quarter sessions for Buckinghamshire, in the place of the 
Duke of Buckingham, appointed Governor of Madras. 
Lord Cottesloe has been several years Vice-Chairman of the 
court. 


At the sessions for the county of Southampton, held at Win- 
chester, a presentation of a portraitof Lord Eversley was made 
tothe court by anumber of subscribers. The presentetion was 
made formally by Lord H. Scott, M.P., who was followed by 
Sir W. Heathcote and Lord Carnarvon. The court was 
crowded with magistrates. The court unanimously adopted 
the following resolution :—‘ That this court, on behslf of 
the Lord-Lieutenant and magistrates of the county, do sc- 
cept the portrait of Viscount Eversley, by Robert Herd- 
man, R.S.A., presented by a number of subscribers in ac- 
knowledgment of the ability, courtesy, and unwearied at- 
tention with which he has, durirg a long period of years, 
devoted him«elf to the service of the county and the 
country, and that it be an instruction to the Public Works 
Cemmittee to place the ssid portrait in the magistrates’ 
room at Winchester, or such other place as may be cns- 
tomarily used by the Lord-Lieutenant and magistrates for 
the public business of the county.” Lord Eversley feel- 
ingly acknowledged the honour paid him. 


After the business of the provinci«l meeting of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, reported in our last issue, had been 
concluded on Thursday evening, the members spent Friday 
in excorsions upon the river and to various objects of in- 
terest connected with the port. The Mersey Ducks and 
Harbour Board courteously placed their steamer Alert at 
the disposal of the society for a trip on the river, and 
about 100 gentlemen availed themselves of this opportunity 
on seeing the Mersey. Taking the party on board at eleven 
o'clock, The Alert went a long cruise on the river and out in 
the bay, and, the weather being tolerably fine, the excursion 

oved a very pleasant one. Disembarking at the Canada 
Basin , the party went on board the Inman steamer C.ty of 
Berlin, lying iv the Canada Dock. They were s¥®wn over 
the ship, and were afterwards entertained at luncheon on 
board. The Cunard steamer A geria, steamers of the 
White Star and Allan Lines, H.M.S. Achilles, the Waterloo 
grain warehouses, and Messrs, Laird’s shipbuilding yard, 
were also visited by the members of the society. 


Mr. R. H. Smith narrates in a contemporary the follow- 
ing illustration of Turkish justice :—A Greek was plaintiff in 
4 suitin a Turkish court at Constantinople, the judge of 
which directly represented the majesty of the Sultan. The 
case was ripe for hearing, but was never heard, the default 
not resting with the sap ee to whom it was of importance 


that the case should be heard without delay. Ultimately an 
influentialfriend of the plaintiff, who also had some acquain- 
tance with the judge, interceded with the latter out of court 





————= 
to allow the plaintiff’s case to be brought on and heard. 
The reason why this had not already been done then 
peared. The plaintiff had forgotten, to use Bolingbrokey 

hrase, to oil the wheels of justice by. feeing the j 

at would he pay tohavehis cauee heard? The answer was 
that the plaintiff was not in a position which enabled hin 
to buy justice in the way suggested. Justice was, however, 
eventually bought for him by his interceding friend paying 
out of his own pocket to the judge an honorarium, the amount 
of which was, under the circumstances, graciously reduced 
from that which would have been exacted from the plaintiff 
himself, and which was in the first instance required. When 
this had been done, and not before, the plaintiff’s case came 
on to be heard. 


The legal fraternity in Liverpool, and the public in 
general, (says the Liverpoo! Post) will regret to learn of the 
sudden death of Mr. R. G. Williams, Q.C., at Pwlheli, oa 
Monday morning, from heart disease. Mr. Williams's 
career as a barrister of the Northern Circuit has been 9 
most successful one, und probably in questions of com. 
mercial law and contract there was no better lawyer on 
the circuit. His practice in this particular direction was 
extensive, whilst in arbitrations in which contracts were 
concerned Mr. Williams’s services were much sought after, 
In consequence of his position as a commercial lawyer, the 
deceased Queen’s Counsel was naturally much respected 
by his fellow-countrymen of the principality, he having 
been the son of a tradesman of that part of the United 
Kingdom. Born in comparatively humble circumstances, 
Mr. Williams was in reality the architect of his own fortune, 
and when, a few years ago, he accepted the silk-gown, his 
fellow-countrymen were justly proud of the honour so de. 
servedly conferred upon him. Had he desired it, Mr. 
Williams could have had the silk gown much sooner, but 
his practice as a stuff gownsman was 80 good that to have 
accepted the silk gown before he did would have meant to 
him a pecuniary loss. On the Northern Circuit Mr. 
Williams was respected by all his brother barristers ; and if 
he did not always come to the front as a leader, he was 
invaluable in coaching those who, as his elders as Queen's 
Counsel, held the leading briefs. Among the last of the 
causes in which Mr. Williams was retained on the Northern 
Circnit was that in which the Dock Board sued the Liver- 
pool Gas Company for compensation for the burning of the 
Janding-stage, on which occasion he, with Mr. J. B. 
Aspinall, Q.C., and Mr. C. Russell, (.C., was retained for 
the defence. 


At the recent Social Science Congress at Brighton Mr, 
Alfred Hill read a paper on ‘‘ Amendment of the Law of 
Evidenceadmitting the Testimony of Prisonersand Defendants 
in Criminal Proceedings and of their Wives or Husbands.” 
The author said that a recent tour in the United States 
(where the change ia the law here advocated has for some 
years been in force in most if not all the States) suggested 
to him that the matter may be re-urged with hope ef success. 
When the question was formerly bruught before Parliament 
there was noexperience of the effect of admitting the 
evidence of prisoners save that of Continental countries, 
where the mode of dealing with accused persons is 
abhorrent to the iostincts of Englishmen as to indispose 
them to accord to it any favourable regard; but now 
we have an experience to appeal to of countries 
where the law and the views on criminal juris 
prudence are nearly the same «a8 our own, As 
far as the writer could learn the success of the change ia 
America is perfect ; he never heard differing opinions on the 
subject. The writer then stated his experiency as an justice 
of the peace, that the law works unjustly to the accused, and 
places serious obstacles in the way of tho elimination of trath, 
and instanced the satisfactory working of the clause ia 
the Licensing Act, which enables Pees summoned 
under it to give evidence. He pro thas the Association 
should take « course similar that adopted by the Law Amend- 
ment Society when the reform of the Law of Evidence of 1852 
was in agitation, viz., to send out a printed form of queries 
addressed to the Chief Justice and Attorney-Genoral of each 
State asking how the new law works, which queries, from his 
knowledge of Americanr, the writer had no doubt would be 
gladly and intelligently answered; and thus a body 
authority would be got together which could hardly fail to 
inflaence Parliament when the subject was again mo 
there, The suggostion was adoptod. 
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ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Novices oF ADMISSION FoR Micuartmas Term, 1875. 

Armstrong, Thos. Hugh—Articled to Thos. T, Dibb, Leeds 

‘Anstin, "fenry Selwood—Joseph Austin, Oxford; John 
Mackrell, 21, Cannon street ; Sidney Lickorish, 14, Wal- 
prook; Alfred E. Copp, 37, Essex street 

Awdry, Edmund Mainley—Richard B. Wood, Chippenham 

Bailey, Reginald—Edward Bailey, 5, Berners street 

Bazett, ‘Alfred Campbell—Charles Fiddey, 3, Harcourt 
buildings, Temple ; Charles W. Lane, 27, Nicholas lane 

Beal, Charles Edward—David R. Carr, 13, Regent street ; 
Henry R. M. Belward, 5, Southampton st., Bloomsbury 

Bedford, Henry William—Joseph Hopps, Leeds 

Bell, John—William Little, Penrith 

Bellasis, Herbert Inglefield—Albert T. Wright, Liverpool 

Bennett, Alfred Marchington—Richard A. Payne, Liverpool 

Benning, Charles Crichton—Chas. S. Benning, Dunstable ; 
Evan Hare, 2, Harcourt buildings, Temple 

Bigge, William E.—Herbert C. Harvey, Newcastle-upon- 

yne; Alfred Bell, 49, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Blakey, George Henry, the younger—Anthony J. More, the 
younger, Sunderland 

Blaxland, John Lake—Ernest E. Lake, 4, Serle street 

Bonney, Frederick Frederick—Rowles Pattison, 48, King 
William street, City 

Booth, Charles Henry—Henry Gartside, Ashton-under- 
Lyne ;| Charles W. Cronshey, 12, Fenchurch street 

Borlase, Walter Henry—John P. Milton, Penzance 

Brown, Christopher James—Frederick Hinckley, Lichfield 

Brown, William Henry—William Plummer, Bristol 

Browne, Charles John—Francis Geo. Rawson, Nottingham 

Bullock, Herbert—George William Harris, Halstead, Essex 

Burrows, Chas. Woodroffe—Messrs, Miles & Co., Leicester ; 
Charles John Mander, 9 New square 

Buss, Thomas—George Hinds, Goudhurst 

Butcher, William Henry —Joseph Jackson, Devizes 

Cadle, Charles Ernest—Joseph Dodds, Stockton-on-Tees 

Capps, Frederick Augustus—Edward H. Flux, 158, Leaden- 
hall street 

Casley, Henry Clement—Peter B. Long, Ipswich ; Sterling 
Westhorp, Ipswich 

Chorlton, Edward—Thomas Chorlton, Manchester 

Clare, Harcourt Everard—Henry Power, Atherstone ; Wil- 
liam Armishaw, Atherstone 

Clark, Frederic—Charles E, Sheppard, Gloucester 

Clarke, Booth Frederick—Henry B. Clarke, 14, Serjeants’ 
inn, Fleet street 

Clarke, William Alexander—Thomas Beaumont, 10, New 
square, Lincoln’s inn 

Clarke, William Langford—Robert E. Clarke, Thetford, 
Suffolk ; Thomas W. Gibbs, Bath ; Thomas W. Gibbs, 
the younger, Bath 

Coldicott, Henry Starkey—Henry Coldicott, Dudley 

Collet, Kdward Francis—Richard Edmunds, Worthing 

Collis, John Talbot Cooke—Richard Petch, 8, John street 

Common, Alfred Kipling—Charles Kidson, Sutherland 

Corser, Edward George Sandford—John Gwillim, Hereford 

Crowland, John Andrew—Andrew Storey, 6, King’s road 

Cray, Thomas—G. W. Chinery, 7, Fenchurch street 

Cumming, Ernest—Arthur Burch, Exeter 

Curling, Perey Bunce—C. Baldwin Lever, 49, Bedford row 

Davies, Alfred John—Thomas Gresham, 24, Basinghall st. 

Dunn, James Edward—J, T. Treherne, 20, Ironmonger lane 

Elliott, Henry, the younger—Walter Henry Hinde, Sheftield 

Ellis, Eustace—George H. Ellis, 16, Spring gardens 

Farrer, Benjamin Perey—Thomas B. Chambers, Brighouse 

Field, Edward—Algeraon S. Field, Leamington 

Fluitt, Arthur Randal-Geo Boydell, Chester 

Ford, William Flower—G. W. Brady, 60, Gracechurch st. 

Towler, Charles Dashwood Worsley—William Best, Win- 

Francis, Chas, Wyatt—J. W. Crouch, 3, Queen's buildings 

Francis, Harry Arthur—H. P. Cobb, 53, Lincoln's inn 
fields; G. F, Cooke, 53, Lincoln's inn fields; H. P. 


Cobb, 53, Lincoln's inn fields 
ardner, James Sanders—Wilfred Bushby, Liverpool ; 
Joseph Richardson, Liverpool 

Gayton, Charles—Thomas Mott, Much Hadham 


Goodhart, Frederick Emanuel—William Hackwood, 7, 
Walbrook 


Goodwin, James Legge—James John Winter, Norwich 

Gracie, John Cyrus Aspden—Isaac Hall, Manchester 

Grammer, George Thomas—Jobn Urquhart, 11, Staple inn ; 

Wilfred Bushby, 11, Staple inn ; James Henry Holden, 

11, Staple inn 

Gramshaw, Chas, Robert—Francis T. Southgate, Gravesend ; 

Tufnell Southgate, 7, King’s Bench walk 

Green, Frederick J.—W.{S. Jones, Malmesbury ; W. Forres- 
ter, Malmesbury 

Grierson, Samuel Mansell—George Mason, Liverpool 

Griffith, Joseph—George L. Cowley, Nottingham; Arthur 
Barnes, Lichfield 

Gruggon, Francis Henry—Thomas Holden, Kingston-upon- 
Hull; Wilfred Bushby, 11, Staple inn; James Henry 
Hoiden, 11, Staple inn 

Gwynne, Vaughan Alfred—C. Bishop & Son, Llandovery 

Hall, Charles, the younger—Allan H. Owen, Huddersfield 

Hall, William Myers—Charles Hall, Accrington 

Hallett, Bertie—Francis Dollman, 45, Cornhill 

Harding, Richard Allen—Henry A. Deane, 14, South 
square, Gray’s inn 

Harrison, James Fraser—John E. G. Hill, Liverpool 

Harrison, Matthew—Middleton Smith, Whitby 

Hay, Jno. Yalden—Beachcroft & Thompson, 18, King’s road 

Hetley, James Edward—William Chubb, 14, South square, 
Gray’s inn 

Hili, Gharles Rickards—William Neale Bubb, Cheltenham 

Hockin, Henry Williams—Richard Marrack, Truro 

Hodgens, B. Edgar—Richd. Baker Gabb, Abergavenny 

Holden, George—Robert H. Harris, 12, Finsbury circus; 
Augustus S. Twyford, 5, Southampton street 

Hopwood, John Swaine—William Leader, Wigan; Adam 
Fox, Manchester 

Horner, Joseph Arthur —James Gardner, Manchester ; 
Joseph Race Horner, Manchester 

Horwood, T. Hugh—Thomas Horwood, 7, New Broad street 

Howells, John Thomas—H. J. Hollier, Aberdare 

Hutchins, James—Samuel Barnes, Exeter 

Jackson, Geo.—James Henry Holden, Kingston-upon-Hull; 
William Hodgson, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Jackson, Willan—Thomas Green, Northampton 

Jamieson, Wm. Henry—Chas. Goddard, 3, South square 

Johnson, Jas. A. Luttman—Robert Carter, 20, Bedford row 

Jones, Daniel—William G. Davies, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; 
‘Thomas Goffey, Liverpool; Edwin Hughes, Liverpool 

Jones, Richard Blackett—Richard Jones, 1 Lancaster place, 
Strand 

Kaberry, Isaac—Joseph Ibberson, Dewsbury 

Kay, John Cunliffe, B.A—Alfred J. Riddle, Inner Temple 

Kinns, Edward—John E. Fox, 65 Chancery lane 

Lacey, Claude William—William Charles Lacey, Wareham; 
Frederick Turner, 68 Aldermanbury 

La Motte, Wm. de Gallye—Wm. Moore, Sunderland 

Laxton, Warren George—E. J. Swann, Bristol 

Lockhart, Henry Fleming—Lewis C. Lockhart, Hexham 

Maxsted, Francis George—G. W. Maxsted, Lancaster 

Morgan, Walter Herbert—John E. Price, Pontypridd 

Moss, Frederick Blundell—Wm. Henry Moss, Kingston- 
upon-Hull ; John Moss, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Newbery, William Henry—B. Gray, 93, Edgware road 

Nobbs, Henry, the yougner—F. Smoothy, Braintree 

Noble, Thomas Perey—Thos. S. Noble, Lendal 

Norton, Robert Bruce—Geo. B. Gregory, 1, Bedford row 

Oliver, Arthur Herbert—Wm. Jas. Lioyd, Newport 

Pardoe, Chas. Wm.—Alfced Anstie, 55, Lincoln's inn fields 

Penvy, Thomas—Thomas Taynton, GlouceSter : 

Peters, James Lovell—Greenway Robins, 3, Guildhall 
chambers, Basinghall street 

Peto, Ernest William—Richard Henry Reeve, Lowestoft 

Phillips, William Thomas—Ww. Phillips, York 

Pooley, Edmund—James Watkins, Bolton 

Pope, William—Samuel Steward, 49, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Price, John William—John Kendall, Union Bank chambers, 
Carey street 

Prior, Leathes—Wm, T. Bensly, Norwich; Johan W. Gilbert, 
Norwich 

Pugh, James Jacob George—Wm. H. Collins, Ross 

Raby, Henry Charles—M. B, Wood, Manchester 

Radcliffe, Peter Delmé —Henry H. Hulbert, Devizes 

Rhagg, Adamson—Edward Mather, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Richardson, Walter Brankston —George Carter Morrison, 
Reigate, and 94, Cannon street 





Roberts, James Woolley—John Beck, Manchester 
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Robins, Strode Upton—George Robins, 70, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields 
Robinson, Arthur—Harrison, Beal, & Harrison, 19, Bedford 


row 
Robinson, Henry, the young:r—Allan H. Owen, Hudders- 
field 


Robinson, Walter Frederick—Harrison, Beal, & Harrison, 
19, Bedford row 

Robson, Frederick—George M. Watson, Stockton-on-Tees 

Rumney, Howard—William Hammond, 16, Farnival’s inn 

Savery, Wm. Hart—George James Nutt, 2, Brabant court, 
Philpot-lane 

Sims, Thomas—William Best, Winchester; Henry Potter, 
Farnham 

Slack, Arthur William—John C. Needham, Manchester 

Slack, William-—William G. Slack, 91, Mount street 

Smith, Arthur Weston—W. T. Manclarke, Barrow-in- 
Furness; C. F. Preston, Barrow-in-Furness 

Stapleton, Arthur—John Brouncker Ingle, City Bank 
chambers 

Stockwood, John, the younger—John Stockwood, Cowbridge, 
Glamorganshire 

Stratford, Hugh Stratford, the younger—Alfred O, Under- 
wood, 89, Chancery lane 

Stubbs, Frederick Thomas—Robert Wm. Litchfield, New- 
castle-under-Lyme ; Francis C. Mayor, Burslem 

Sykes, James Dixon—Samuel Smith, Chester 

Tadman, Edwin Tuomas—Charles Barnard, 4, Gray’s inn 
place ; Charles A. Angier, 3, Gray’s inn place 

Thomas, Hugh Vaughan—Frederick Bodenham, Hereford 

Thompson, James Thomas—John Fisher, Windermere 

Threlfall, Charles—Frederic Campbell Hulton, Preston 

Toombs, John Kewell Shepherd—John Priest, 10, Bucking- 
ham street 

Townsend, Southcote Michael Stephen—Jas. C. Townsend, 
Swindon ; Jas, Crowdy (senior), 17, Serjeants’ inn 

Trapnell, Henry Caleb—Richard Greenway, Pontypool 

Tarner, Wm. John—Richard B. M. Lingard, Manchester ; 
Walter Hyde, Stockport 

Upjoho, William Henry—William Moon, 15, Lincoln’s inn 

e 

Vardy, Joshua Alfred—Geo. S. Brown, 21, Finsbury place 

Verrall, William Frederick—Wm. John Williams, Brighton 

Vores, Benjamin Herbert—Charles Driver, Great Yarmouth 

Watson, Chas. Hugh—Chas. W. D. Watson, Stourport ; 
Wm. Henry Talbot, Kidderminister, and Stourport 

Webb, Frederick William—Nathaniel Cobham, Ware ; 
Wn. G. C. Mitchell, Bedford 

— Algernon Godfrey—Algernon Wells, Founders’ 


a 

Whitaker, Joseph—Thos. B. Ashworth, Rochdale; Timothy 
Crowther, Manchester, and 14, Queen street, Cheapside 

White, Richard—John Watson, 30, Coleman street 

White, Wm. Thomas—John Thos. White, 11, Bedford row 

Whiteway, Robert Chesbyre—William Henry Brook, 
Warrington ; 

Whitsed, William Augustus—Edward T. Lewis, 1, Albany 
court yard 

Wilkinson, Francis Brooke—James Green, Bradford ; John 
Tanner Ray, Bradford 

Wilson, Ernest Benjamin—Herbert W. Holtham, Brighton; 
J, A. Freeman, Brighton 

_ Wilson, John—Wm. Todd, Hartlepool 

Wood, Arthur George—Anthony Runnacles, Brighton ; 
Alfred T. Mills, Brighton; Bury V. Hutchinson, 251, 
Vauxhall bridge road 

Wood, Edwin—Edward Charles Kilsby, 21, College hill, 
Cannon street 

Woods, James Chapman—Benjamin Birkett, Ipswich 

Woolley, Frank Howard—Wm. Maples, 6, Frederick’s 
place, Old Jewry 

Wonlfe, John Philip—Paul Joshaa Gordon, 51, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 

ba George Perceval—James Hooker, 28, Parliament 
s 


Notices ov Apaission von Micuastmas Term, 1875, 
Pvuusvanr Tro Orpens. 
Baddiley, William—Thomas Atkinson, Doncaster 
Bright, Arthur—Arthur Parsons, Nottingham; Joseph 
Bright, the younger, Nottingham 
Bromhead, Henry Brown—Wm. Orme Wedlake, 3, Mitre 
court, Temple ; W. T. Page, the younger, Lincoln 





Butler, Arthur Octavius—Henry Nelson, Leeds 

Croker, Arthur—Geo, Lake, 10, Néw squate, Lincoln’siny 

Knapp, Martin Arthur—Richard Marvin, the young, 
Southsea, Hants 

Kenney, Thomas—Edward Holme Woodcock, Wigan 

North, Walter—John North, Leeds 

Shirley, Arthur James—Wm. Edwood Shirley, Doncaster. 

Shirley, Leonard Wm.—Wm. Edwood Shirley, Doncaster 

Wood, Frederick Poole—Robert Broatch, Keswick 


Notices oF ADMISSION FoR MICHAELMAS Vacation, 187}, 


Brooke, John Henry—George D. Harrison, Welshpool 

Bateman, Charles ‘S'allent—John Peacock, Manchester 

— Joseph Arthur—W. J. Farrer, 66, Lincolo’s ing 

elds 

Clayton, Richard—John A. Buckland, 1 and 2, Tudor s 

Crook, B., the younger—Thos. Wm. Clough, Huddersfield; 
John Dykes, Huddersfield 

Ellis, George Henry—W. N. Griffith, Dolgelly 

Ffooks, Jocelyn Albert-—Wm. Ffooks, late of Sherborne; 
Thomas Ffooks, Sherborne 

Hacker, Sidney—Wm. Ford, 40, Senor | lane 

Harlock, Walter—Wm. Martin Hazard, Harleston 

King, Richard Henry—R. D. Green-Price, Whitehall place; 
Charles Meredith, the'younger, 8, New square 

Lawrence, Richard John—J. E. Underhill, Wolverhampton 

Manley, Frederick Augustus—Thomas Borrett, 6, White 
place ; R. H. White, 6, Whitehall place 

Nicholson, David Morton—John Battye, Birstal 

Oakley, Thomas Robert—T. W. Oakley, Monmonth 

Slater, John Herbert—J. N. Key Grover, Manchester 

Slatter, John—Thomas Slatter, Stratford-upon-Avon 

Ss Reginald Arthur—G. C. Bompas, 4, Great Win- 
chester street buildings 

Thomas, Edward John—H. M. Robinson, Bristol ; H. F. 
Lawes, Bristol 


Noriczs or Apmission 1n Trinity Term, 1875, 
Pursvant To ORDERS. 


Clark, Alfred—F. J. Ridsdale, 5, Gray’s inn square 

Evans, David Parry—J. H. Evans, Newcastle Emlyn 

Nevitt, Sidney Thomas—E. J. Layton, Suffolk lane, City; 
Wallis Nash, Queen street, City. 

Richardson-Guildford, Wm. Dale—E, H. Ellis, 16, Spring 
gardens 

Wilkinson, William—John Cooper, Manchester 


Notices or Apmission ror Trinity Vacation, 1875, 
Pursuant TO ORDERS. 


Jones, Albert Stephen Hatchett—T. Speechly, New inn; 
E. N. Wood, 44, Linsoln’s inn fields 
Langman, Alfred James—Henry Langman, Wolverhamp- 


ton 
Lord, Charles—John Lord, Ashton-under-Lyne 


Renewep Notices ror ApMIssion in Trinity Term, 1875, 


Allinghbam, T. Fredk.—F, M. B. Caleott, 52, Lincoln’s ina 
fields; J. Wm. A. Calkin, Rugby chambers 

Braddick, Fredk. Ernest—George Ade, 9, Bloomsbury place 

Brooks, Edward—Robert Hart, 25, Chancery lane 

Cox, Chas. Markham—Wn. Terry, Northampton 

Dixon, Alfred Gill—Wm. Moordaff, Cockermouth 

Haigh, Arthur Smith—John Haigh, Huddersfield 

Hare, George Edward—Henry Abbott, Bristol; J. N. C. 
Pope, Bristol 

Hargreaves, Henry—Wm. Wheeler, Blackburn 

Harrison, Francis Law—Geo. Hinds, Goudhurst, Staplehurst 

Hughes, Geo—T. V. Royle, Chester; H. M. Cotton, 46, 
Chancery lane 

Joy, Frank Leslie—R. L. Ford, Leeds 

Linton, John Peirson—H. P. Linton, Aberdare; E. Garside, 
Congleton 

McEwen, John Kitchen—Joseph Race Horner, Manchester 

Norton, Joseph—Isaac Ablett, 65, Cambridge terrace 

Price, Francis Borthwick—G. C. Bompas, 4, Great Win- 
chester street buildings 

Reid, Herbert Frederic—Wm. Reid, 2, Raymond. buildi 

Rouse, Edward Peter—H. W. Parker, The Rectory, St 
Michael’s alley, Cornhill 

Thomas, Charles Shea—Richard Palin, Shrewsbury 

Thompson, Charles Allin—J. E. T. Godlam, Scarborough 

Toovey, Henry Edmund—David Howell, 105, Cheapside 

Webb, Walter—Henry Webb, 11, Argyll st., Regent st. 
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White, George Fairfax Moresby-—R. A. White, Grantham ; 
¢, Burney, 40, Chancery lane 7 

whitting, Edward Morgan—Henry Britton, Bristol 

Wildey, George Gordon—Charles Cole, Portsea, Hants 
Edward Walter—Richard Marrack, Truro 












































a Beat, 
Wright, Samuel John—James Mote, 1, Walbrook 
caster: ; 
ncaste |eNorices TO TAKE OUT AND Renew CERTIFICATES FOR THE 
pAY APTER THE LAST DAY oF Trinity Term, &c., 1875. 
amos, Louis Jervis Vialardi, Worthing; Shanghai; and 
%» 1875, BP paris (14th June) 
~ Bowling, Arthur Masterson Law, The Mall, Hammersmith 
~ 14th June) 
S inn Bing Alfred, 85, Charlwood street, Hanover square (14th 
June 
dor st Foyer, bas. Ed. Stuart, 3, Cambridge terrace, J auction road 
rsfield; (14th June) 
Greenway, William Knibb, Wolverhampton ; and Coxley 
Sedgley, Staffordshire (14th June) 
borne; Green, Wm. Bowles, Freemantle, Hants (14th June) 
Howe, Henry, 38, Berwick street, Pimlico ; 9, Little Queen 
street, Storey’s gate (14th June) 
Okell, Robert, Newchurch, Rossendale (24th May) 
place ; Piper, Frank Harvey, Beechwood, a (14th June) 
Ransom, Arthur, 10, Oxford terrace, Islington (14th June) 
upton # Risdon, Walter, 43, Southampton buildings, Chancery lane, 
tehall and Watford, Herts (14th June) 
Walmisley, John Richard Lambert, 11, Chippenham road, 
Middlesex (14th June) 
Westlake, James, Wemkdon Bridgwater, Somerset (14th 
s June) 
Win- 
“i Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Micuartmas Sirrincs ror Novempgr, 1875. 
COURT OF APPEAL IN CHAN- Petns, sht causes, 
CERY. Saturday .. 64 adj, sums. & gen, 
Westminster. s 
‘s TuesdayNov. 2 frase Tuosdey, ci ot General paper. 
ity Lincoln’s-inn. Wednesday..1 
Wednesday. 5 Thrdy.....+11...Motns. & gen. pa. 
ring Thursday... ‘| Appeals. Friday......12...General paper. 
Friday ooo fais sht. caus. , 
Petns in Lunacy | Saturday ..134adj. sumns,, and 
Saturday .. 64 bkcy. apps. &other gen. pa. 
5, Monda’ 8 Toes Is, Toesdey 716 H General paper. 
sageger yom ‘from the | Wednesday.!7 , 





Thursday ..18..Mtns. & gen. pa. 







on ; Tuesday .... 9¢ of Lancstr., apps. | Friday ....19..General paper 
from the Stunric-, Petns.,sht. caus., 
Crt. and othr aps, | Saturday ..20+ adj. sums., and 
ip Apps. from ordrs _ Caen. pa. 
Wednesday .10 made on inter- | Monday ....2 
y- luctory motions & | Tuesday....23 ? General paper. 
other apps. Wednesday 24 
5, Thrady ....11 A Thursday ..25..Motns. & gen. pa, 
‘%~ TE Friday <...12 5 APPeals. Friday ....26..General paper 
no Petns. in lunacy, Petns, sht. caus. 
Baturday..13{ bkpt. apps. Saturday ..27{ adj. somns., & 
other apps. gen. pa, 











ce eee Nday..e.2? 
Tuestay.22.165 APPeals uoeday....30} General paper. 
Apps. from orders | N.B, The days, if any, on which 
Wednesday.174 made ou Interloc- | the Master of the Roils shall be 
utory motns, and | engaged in the Court of Appeal 
5 oer other apps. are excepted. 
2 Friday Wise Appeals. Unopposed petitions must be 
Pets. in Lunacy Eeene and copies —— os 
fatorday .. ° cretary, on or ore the 
at sirauad ~ a has Thursday preceding the Saturday 
5 Monday....22 on which it is intended they 
’ Taeedey28¢ Appeals. should be heard ; and any causes 
Apps. from orders intended to be heard as short 
W made on interlo- causes must be so marked in 
, ledneaday..24 cutory motns, and | the cause book at least one clear 
other apps. day before the same can be 
Thursday ..95 put in the paper to be so heard, 
r Friday. <6} Appeals. and the necessary papers must 





be left in Court with the 
Judge's Officer the day before 
the cause is to be put into the 


Petns. in Lunacy, 
Saturday..27}bdkcy. apps. ana 













other apps. 
Monda, 00029 paper. 
Teenday.. 33} Appeals. 
. MASTER OF THE ROLLS. V. C. Sim RICHARD MALINS. 
Westminster. Westminster, 
TuesdyNov. 2.. Motions Tuesday Nov2.. Motions 
ncery-lane. , Lincoln’s-inn, 
Wed Wednesday 3 





Thursday .. 4 } General paper. 


nesday...3 
Thursday .. 4 {Genera paper. 
5 Friday .... 5,.Petns. & gen, pa. 


Frida 





aeee 








Short causes, adj 
sums, & gen. pa. 
Monday .... 


8 
Tuesday,.. 9? General paper. 
Wednesday .10 sds 
Thursdy....11..Motns. & gen. pa. 
peteay a & gen. ei 
{ causes, . 
aturday....33 bel & gen. pa. 
Monday....1 
Tuesday... 16 
Wednesday..17 
Thursday ..18,,Motns & Gen pa. 
Nibeccmmpanees & gen, La 
6. causes, adj. 
Saturday ..20) ims. & gen. pa. 
Monday ..22 


Tuesday....23 > General paper. 
Wednesday 24 

Thursday ..25.. Mots. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....26..Petns. & gen pa. 


Short causes, adj. 
Saturday ..27 — pone 
Monday ....29 


Tuesday....30 } General paper. 

Any Cause intended to be 
heard as a Short Cause must be so 
marked in 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the Paper 
to be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
Court with the Judge’s Officer 


Saturday .. 6 


General paper. 


the day before the Cause, is to | 


be put into the Paper. 


V. C. Sin JAMES BACON, 
Westminster, 
TuesdayNov 2..Motions 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
Weduesday. 3 


Thursday .. 44 Genera paper. 

Friday .... 5 

Saturday .. 6 

Mondsy.... 8 

Po cae sgh General paper. 
0 


Wednesday 

Thurd......11 —— oums. 
Friday......12..General paper. 
Saturday ..13 { oo cans. 


Monday....15 
Tuesday....16 } General paper. 
Wednesday.17 

Motne, adj. sums. 
Tn 18 ‘x gen. pa. 
Friday. ....19..General paper. 
Saturday....20 { Pets, sht. caus. & 


gen. pa. 
Monday ....22 
Tuesday ....23 > General paper. 
Wednesday.,24 


Tha rsday ..25 pote sums. & 


Petns, sht. causes 
& gen pa 





the cause book at | 


Friday......26. sane paper. 
ets. sht causes, 
aan can 
Tuesday ..30 } Genera paper. 
Any {Cause intended to be- 
heard as’a'Short Cause must be 
so marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be 2 ag inthe Paper to 
be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
Court with the Judge’s Officer 
the day before the Cause is to 
be put into the Paper. 


V.C. Sts CHARLES HALL. 
Westminster, 
TuesdayNov2..Motions 
aus Lincoln’s-inn. 
| Wednesday. 3 
| Thursday .. 1 | General paper 
| Friday...... 5..Petns. & gen. pa 
| Saturday. 6 { SbOrt cus.” & 
| Monday.... 8 
| Tuesday.... st General Paper. 
Wednesday .10 


| Mtns. 
| Thursdy....1! gea 





adj sums.& 
. pa. 

| Friday......12..Petns. & gen. pa. 
| Saturday ..13..Sht.caus.&gen.pa. 
| Monday....15 

Tuesday.. 8 General Paper 


Wednesday,17 : 
Thursday ..18 | Wins 9 sams. 


Friday ....19.. Pets. & gen. pa, 
Saturday..20 — causes & 


gen. pa. 
Monday ..22 
Tuesday ....23 > General paper. 
Wednesday .24 “ ‘ 
otns. adj. sums. . 
Thursday ..25 (Seen a, 
Friday......26.. Pets. & gen. pa. 


Saturday....27 feo Causes 


Monday ....29 
Tuesday “730 General paper. 


Any Cause intended to be 
heard as Short Cause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the- 
same can be put in tae 
Paper tobe so heard, and the 
necessary papersmust be left 
in Court with the Judge’s 
Officer the day before the Cause 
is to be put into the Paper, 

A Cause, Motion for Decree, Mo- 
tion for Judgment, or Cause for 
Farteer Consideration if it shall 
be within twelve of the last 
cause in the prin ted paper for 
the day, shail not be marked in 
the cause book to stand over 
except by order of the Court. 











PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
















































Railways. 'Paid.' Closing Price .. 

Stock Bristol and Exeter 100 119 
Stock Caledonian 100 128% 
Stock! Glasgow and South-Western ...rccceecccereeee, 100 ilk 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sceccosssssessesee 100 594 

Great Northern ie 138 
Stock; Do., A Stock*...... 100 152 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ,....., 100 112 
Stock Great Western—Original.......00..000 ccccccescese}. G8 liz 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire  ........csseessese 141 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast......0000 100 118} 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover. . 100 a7 
Stock London and North-Western .....cssseeserenree 100 145$ 
Stock) London and South Western... 100 124 
Stock! Manchester, Sheffield, and Lin 100 
Stock! Metropolitan 100 1 
Stock! Do,, District 100 a 
Stock | Midland.........0008 100 1404 
Btock North British eve} 100 117 
Stook| North Eastern 100 171 
Stock) North London | 100 17 
Stock! North Staffordshire ........ersssesersseretecseveree, 100 1% 
8tock| South Devon .| 100 63 

coe! 100 131 





Btock| South-Eastern 








nee 


®A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 
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GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Oct. 22, 1875. 
Annuities, April, °65, 0 
Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct. 3 pm 
Ditto, £500, Do, $3 pm 
Nitto, 2100 & £200,3 pm. 
Bank of England Stock. 5 per 
Ct. (last half-year), 253 
Ditte or Account. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 943 
Ditto for Account, Nov. 4, 943 
2 per Cent. Reduced, 92¢ 
New 3 per Cent., 93} 

Do. $3 perCent., Jan, "94 
"Do. 2¢ per Cent., Jan. '94 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. '73 
Annuities, Jan,’80— 


Money Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The Bank has again raised the rate of discount, it being 
now 4 percent. The proportion of reserve to liabilities has 
slightly increased. Railway shares have been very firm, 
investors preferring that security with a moderate rate of 
interest to the risk of foreign stocks, which have again fallen 
during the week, Turkish and Egyptian showing a con- 
siderable decline. Consols closed 94} for money, and 94} 
to 94% for the account. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Craicre—Oct. 19, at 105, Portsdown-road, Maida-vale, the 
wife of E. W. Craigie, barrister, of a daughter. 

Dawson—Oct. 14, the wife of W. Hill Dawson, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, and St. Leonard’s, Tooting, of a son. 

Fintay—Oct. 15, at 18, Brunswick-gardens, Campden-hill, the 
wife of R. B. Finlay, barrister, of a son. 

PAaLMER—Oct. 19, at Seagrave House, Pitville, Cheltenham, 
the wife of Alexander Douglas Greenlaw Palmer, solicitor, of 
@ son. 

SrarLinc—Oct. 18, at 13, Canonbury-square, the wife of M. H. 
Starling, of Bombay, barrister, of a daughter. 

TauovrDIN-—Oct. 16, at 6, St. John’s-road, Putney, the wife 
of Réné J. Tahourdin, of a daughter. 

Wane-Gsry—Oct. 16, at Shefford, Beds, the wife of Arthur S. 
Wade-Ger-,, solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 
EPanninc—Druce—Oct. 20, at St. Matthew’s, Denmark-hill, 
Henry Thomas Banning, M.A., barrister, to Annie Laura, 
ens ag daughter of Charles Druce, of Denmark-hill, 
urre 


y. 

Benett—Morris—Oct. 14, at St. Andrew’s Church, Plymouth, 
Charles H. Benett, of Devonport, solicitor, to Edith Pearce, 
second daughter of George Morris, Plymouth. 


DEATHS. 

Annott—Oct. 17, Frederick Jenkins Abbott, of 3, Grove-road, 
Wanstead, and the Inner Temple, barrister, and M.A. Cam- 
bridge, aged 55. 

Waitixc—Oct. 18, at his residence, 26, Blomfield-terrace, W., 
after a short illness, Sydney Whiting, barrister. 

Witriams—Oct. 8, at Bryncrin, Pwlheli, North Wales, 
Robert Griffith Williams, Q.C. 





= 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companier, 
Farpar, Oct. 15, 1875, 
Limitzp 1x Cuaxcsry. 

Consolidated Collieries Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Oct 12, directed to be heard V.C.“Bacon on November 6, 
Hacon and Turner, Fenchurch st, agents for Donague, Swansea, 
solicitor for the peti‘ioner. 

Ouseburn Engine Works Company, Limited.—-By an order made by 
V.C. Bacon, dated Oct 5, it was ordered that the above company be 
Weond up, and that John George Benson and William Edward Barn 
be continued official liquidators. Pattison and Co, Lomberd st, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

Whitley Partners, Limited.—By an order made by the Lord Chancellor, 
dated Oct 5, it was ordered that the above comoany be wound up. 
Torr aud Co, Bedford row, soilcitors for the petitioners. 


Tvrapar, Oct. 19, 1875, 
Limitep 1m Cuanceny. 

Birmingham (Blakly Hall) Coal and Ironstone Company, Limited. — 
Petition for windmng up, presented Oct 13, directed to be heard before 
V-C. Bacon on Seturday, Nov6. Duignan and Smiles, Bedford row, 
agents for Luignan and Co, Walsall, solicitors for the petitioner, 

Silkstone Fail Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order made by Y.C. 
Bacon, dated Oct 12, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be contiaued. Kimber, solicitor and petitioner, 
Queen st, Cheapside. 

Stamwanies ov ComMWwatt. 

Lambert Mining Company, Limitea.—Vetition for winding up, pre- 
sented Oct 9, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the 
Low lostication, Chancery lane, on Wednesday, Oct 27 at 12. AM- 
Gavits intended to be usei at the hearing, in uppossion to the peti- 








= 

tion, must be filed at the registrar’s office, Truro, on or b 4 
25, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to = ag 
—, - ot ed a ~ ras Para and Co, Tron, 
agents for Tilly an ‘a!mouth, agents for Davis and Moorgets 
st, solicitors for the petitioners. ih = : 

Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. eap. 365. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TorsparY, Oct 12, 1875. 

Alliston, George,'John st, Berkeley square, Esq. Nov5. Smith 
Warnford court,'Throgmorton st 

Barker, George,{Huddersfield, York, Retired Woollen Merchant, Noy 
1, Laycock and Co, Huddersfield 

Beaney, John, Pelhamst, Brompton. Nov 30. Child, William st, 
Albert gate 

pores, oom ayy “—" 
adgen homas, on, Surrey. George, 
Chaldon, nr Caterham ‘ 4 

Buller,, William Charles, Hungerford rd, Camden town, Barrister-a:. 
Law. Nov Lake and Co, New square, Lincoln’s inn 


Nov 10. Bartley, Live 1 
Nov 10. "Edward 


Clarkeon, John Gooch, Belvedere rd, Lambeth, Beershop Keeper, Dy 

1, Barnard, Westminster bridge rd 

Dick, Jean, Thayer st, Manchestergquare, Dec6, Barrett, Londen. 
hall st 

Don, Mary Maria, Berwick-upon-Tweed. Dec7. Willoby, Berwick. 
upon-T'weed 

Gill, Richard, Wribbenhall, Worcaster, Gent. Decl. Marcy, Bewdley 

Goodwin, William, Eltham, Kent, Wine Merchant. Dec 10. Goodwia, 
Maidstone 

Gregory, William, Barnoldswick, York, Tanne*. Nov 39. Hartley, 
Burnley 

Harvey, Simuel, Walton-on-the-Hill, Lancashire, Gent. Nor 21, 
Harvey and Co, Liverpool 

Holt, John Thomas, Clowbridge, Hapton, Lancashire, Gent. Nov 39, 
Hartley, Burnley 

Horrucks, Edward, Little Bolton, Lancashire, Agent. Nov 23. Ryley, 
and Haslam, Bolton 

Jennings, Thomas, Mitcham, Surrey, Veterinary Surgeon, Nov 15, 
Smith, Carshalton 

Marshal, Henry, Kew, Surrey, Gent, Dec2l. Cruttwell and Co, 
Frome 

Nottidge, Arthur, Southsea, Hants, Gent. Jan!. Howard and Co, 
Colchester 

Oates, Elizabeth, Barton-upon-Humber, Lincoln. Dec 1. 
Barton-upon-Humber 

Pritchard, Henry, Tonbridge, Kent, Esq. Dec 8. Gorham and Warner, 


Tonbridge : 
Roberts, William Owen, Egremont, Cheshire. Nov 20. Harvey and 
Nov 20. C»peman, 


Mason, 


Co, Liverpool 

Scarll, Charlies, Thurlton, Norfolk, Farmer. 
Loddon 

Smith, Hannah, Hove, Sussex, Nov 23, Hill and Co, Brighton 

Spark, William, Shilton, Warwick, Gent. Decl. Dewes aad Co, 
Covent 

Stephenson, Ann, Coventry. Nov 9. Browett, Coventry 

Wilson, Anne, Sydenham, Kent. Nov 15. Newstead and Wilson, 


Leeds 
Wood, ae Burslem, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 25. Hollinshead, 


Tunsta 
Farivar, Oct 15, 1875. 


Bastard, William Benjamin, Victoria st, Westminster, Esq. Dec 13, 
Karslake, Regent st 
Bushell, Samuel, Fakenham, Norfolk, Gent. Dec!. Cates, Fakenham 
Depmore, Albert, Palm st, Groverd, Bowrd, Butcher. Nov 3, 
rosse, Lancaster place, Strand 
Fisher, Joe Taylor, Negapatam, East Indies, Superintendent General of 
Stores. Dec der, s 
Fletcher, Samuel, Stretford, Lancashire,Grocer. Decl. Taylor and 
Co, Manchester 
ms John, Evans’ Hotel, Covent garden. Dec 1, Coburn, Leaden- 
all st 
Haddon, Thomas, Birmingham, Rivet Manufacturer. Nov 17. Jaques, 
Birmiogham 
Hartley, Peter, Altrincham, Cheshire, Esq. Decl. Taylor and Co, 
Manchester 


Hickley, Mary, Winchester, Hants. Nov 10. Lee and Best, Winchester 

Howe, Josep, Heywood, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Nov 19. Grandy 
and Co, Manchester 

Jarman, Sarah, Hambledon, Hants, Nov 25. Soames, Perersfield 

Larigo, Thomas, Chorlton, Stafford, Gsnt. Nov 16, Slaney aad Son, 
Newcastie-under-Lyms 

Lethren, Caroline, Exeter, Devonshire, Decl. Cutliffe, Cornhill 

Ludolt, Henry, Leeds, Merchant. Jan 5, North and Sons, Leeds 

Nicol!s, William Thomson, Cornwall st, Fulham, Lieus Col Madras 
Army. Nov 18. Frame, Lincoin’s inn fields 

Overton, Rev Isle Grant, Rothwell, Lincoin. Dec 4, Mason and Falk- 


ner, Louth 

Pitter, John Robert, Upper George st, Bryanston square, Esq. Nov 
24. Bailey and Co, Beruers st 

Pruen, John Langford, Leckhampton, Gloucester, Esq. Dee 20. 
Griffiths, Cheltenham 

Rethborn, Richard William, Weasenham All Saints, Norfolk, Farmer. 
Decl. Cates, Fakenham 

Robinson, Richard, Leeds, Gent. Jan 15. mate and Son 

ec |, 


Sawyers, Margaret, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 
Atkinson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Nov 24. Ward and Co, Gray’s 


Segrave, O'Neil, Dorset square, Esq. 
inn square 
Smaliwvod, James, Redditch, Worcester, Boot Maker. Nov 30. Amph- 
lett, Redditch ; 
Smith, Joha, Stoke D’Abernon, Surrey, Esq. Dect, Cattarns and 
Jetiu, Mark lane 
Taylor, George, Leeds, Ironmaster. Jan 15. North and Sons, Leeds 
Taylor, Joseph, Ashton-undor-Lyne, Lancashire, Painter, Nov 1d. 
cates, Ashton-und r-Lyne 5 


Taylor, William Nicholson, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Mining 
nogineer, Decl, Kidson and Co, Sunderland 


Leeds 
tanton and 





erwick. 
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lartley, 
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yale, Henry Hill, Old Swan, nr Liverpool, Architec:. Nov 14. Stone, 


illiam, Stibbard, Norfolk, Brazier. Nov 20. Cates, Fakenham 
ncis Ann, Tharloe place, South Kensington. Nov 5. Willi- 
enchurch st 
oie Guvten, High Harrogate, York, Esq, Jan 15. North and 
sons, Leeds 


Bankrupts. 
Fripar, Oct. 15, 1875. 
Under the Bankry Act, 1869. 


mdon. 
Charles Themistocle, Bish»pegate st within, Merchant. 
Pet Oct 11. Broughem. Nov 9 at ll 
Ridge, Ceci!, Claro terrace, South Kensiogton, Milliner. Pet Oct 12. 
Brougham. Nov3at ll 
Pale Deena Haan Book tiees: Pet Oot 11. Call 
r, Frederick, Folkestone, Kent, t er. Pe - Call- 
eo Canterbury, Oct 29 at 2 4 
Giedbill, James William Foster, Brighouse, Halifax, York. Pet Octl2 
no. Halifax, Nov 1 at 11 
Greenland, William Joho, Pavement, Clapham common, Poulterer. 
Oct 12, Willoughby. Wandsworth, Oct 29 at 11 
Holding, William Sextus, cates: Kent, Farmer. PetOctll. Scuda- 


more. Maidstone, Oct 29 at 1 
Weaver, Francis, Monmouth, Fellmonger. Pet Oct 5. Roberts. 


’ 
¥ Oct 27 at 10 
aaa Torspay, Oct. 19, 1875, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act,1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registra r. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bedell, Charies, Mark lane, Wing Merchent, Pet Oct 14. Brougham. 
Sat 11. 
eunen Enrico, Mark lane, Merchant. Pet Oct 15, Spring-R ice. 
Oct 20 at 13 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bamford, Thomas, Rochdale, Lancashire, Agent. Pet Oct 15. Buckley. 
Oldham, Oct 30 at 11.30 

Brown, Robert, and Thomas Johnson, Birmingham, Japanners. Pot 
Oct 16. Cole. Birmingham, Nov | at 11 

Cook, George, Windsor, Berks, Clothier, Pet Oct 16. Darvill. Windsor, 
Nov 13 at 2 

Earl, James, Middlewich, Cheshire, Draper. Pet Oct 16. Brough ton. 
Crewe, Nov Latll 

Hele. Nicholas Fenwick, Aldborough, Suffolk, Surgeon. Pet Oct 15. 
Grimsey. Ipswich, Oct 30 at 12 

Judge, John, Bilston, Stafford, Provision Dealer. Pet Oct 15. Sanders. 
cca ggy see Savion Bt kenhead, Cheshire, Furniture Deal 

Sargeant, Thomas in, Birken re, Furniture er. 
Pet Oct15. Wason. Birkenhead, Nov 2 at 13 

Wisdom, Albert Power, North eud, Hants, Newspapsr Reporter, 
Pet Oct 15. Hellard. Portsmouth, Nov 12 at 2 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpar, Oct. 15, 1875. 
Abraham, Iesachar, Ramsgate, Kent, China Dealer. Oct 25 at 3 at 
offices of Sankey and Co, Chapel place, Ramsgate 
Abrahams, Hyam, Houndeditch, Warehousemam. Nov 4 at2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Sydney, Finsbury circus 
Alexander, Walter, Meyrick rd, Battersea, out of business. Oct 30 at 
10 at offices of Calverley, Essex st, Strand 
Aspinall, Joe, Kirkburton Dean, nr Huddersfield, York, Gasfitter. Nov 
1 at 1) at offices of Milnes, New st, Huddersfield 
Bennett, Thomas, Ilminster, Somerset, Cloth Manufactarer. Oct 29 at 
2 at offices of White and Co, King at, Cheapside. Walker, Taunton 
Blakoe, Joseph, Blackpool, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Oct 29 at 3 at the 
Bhelley’s Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Spencer, Preston 
Bollin, Robert Henry, Sheldon st, Paddington, Carriage Driver. Oct 
29 at 2 at offices of Fryer, Gray's inn place 
Bowlay, William, Aston, nr Birmingham, Builder. Oct 28 at 12 at 
offices of Ladbury, Newhall st, Birmingham 
Bridgland, Thomas, jun, Roseacre, Kent, Farmer. Oct 28 at 11 at the 
Star Hotel, High st, Maidstone. Hughes and King, Maidstone 
Burns, John, King st, Woolwich, Grocer. Oct 28 at 3 at olfices of 
Cooper, Chancery lane 
Cambridge, Joseph bey Gresham st, Woollen Warehouseman, Ovt 
28 at 2at the George Hotel, Huddersfield. Rooks and Co, King st, 
) 


Cheapside 
Chaviara, Nicholson John, Liverpool, General Broker. Nov 3 at 2 at 
offices of Deane, York buildings, Dale st, Liverpool 
Cohen, Moses Jonah, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Jeweller. Oct 26 at 2 at 
of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Crosley, James, Burnley, Lancashire, Fruit Dealer. Oct 30 at 10.30 at 
offices of Sutcliffe, Grimshaw st, Burniecote 
Clarke, William Jacob, Ambley, Stafford, Miner. Oct 30 at 11 at 
offices of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge 
Collins, Henry, Bristol, Vinegsr Merchant, Nov 2 at 2 at offices of 
Williams and Co, Exchange buiidinge, Bristol. Trennery, Bristol 
Dalziel, James, South Shields, Durham, Surgeon. Oct 28 at 3 at offices 
of Bell, King st, South Shields 
Dawaon, Charles, Waterbeach, Cambridge, Coprolite Merchant, Nov 
z at ae offices of Ellison and Burrows, Alexandra st, Petty Cury, 
‘am! e 
Dowling, Matthew, Gloucester, Butcher. Oct 26 at 2 at offices of 
Haines, St Jonn’s lane, Gloucesjer 
Dambieton, Thomas, Brownhills, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 28 at 3 at 
offices of Bill, Walgall 
son, John, jun, Huddersfield, York, Manufacturing Chemist. Oct 
24 at 3 at oftices of Learoyd and Oo, Boxton rd, Huddersfield 
Ellis, Bamuel Edmund, | wich, Suffolk, Manager of Public Baths. Oct 
M7 at 12 at offices of Mills, Elm st, Ipswich 
vans, Evan, Penpompren, Lianwinog, Cardigan, Iankeeper. Nov 6 at 
3 at offices of Lloyd, High st, Lampever 
Ewart. William, Barrow-in- Furness, Lancashire, Tailor, Oct 26 at 11 
“ Sharp's Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness, Taylor, Barrow-in- 


















Fincher, Henry Turner, Handsworth, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Nuvi a 

3 at offices of Harrison, Newhall st, Birmingt wm 4 

Gee, Joseph, Willenhall, Stafford, Padloce Manufacturer, Oct 27 a: 11 
offices of Baker, Waisall st, Willenhall 

Gill, Francis, Wandsworth rd, Builder. Oct 30 at 13 at offices of 

Raven and Meager, Strand 

Guley, Frederick, Bryn nawr, Brecon, Innkeep2r. Nov | at3 at offices 

of Jones, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 

Harford, William, West Bromwich, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 29 at Il at 

offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldoury 

Hayward, Thomas, Cambridze, Wine Marchant. O:t 28 at IL at offises 
of Feteh and Jarroid, St Andrew’s st, Vambrides 

Herbert, Edward Bertram, York st, Blackfriarsrd, Artist. Oct 25 at 11 

at offices of Pittman, Stanford st, Blackfriars 

Hildick, John, Charles Hall, and George Staaway, Wolvarhampton, 

Stafford, Timber Merchants. Oct 30 at 11 at offizesof Barrow, Queen 


st, Wolverhampton 

Hirst, Joha, Huddersfield, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Nov 3 at 2 
at offices of Hesp and Co, Station st, Huddersfisid 

Hooper, Thomas Robinson, Liaton, Hareford, Farmer. O:t27 at l2 ac 

offices of Innel!, High st, Ross. Williams, Ross 

James, George William, Shoreditch, Tes Dealer. Oct 26 at 2 at 4, 

Acthur st east. Fox, Norwich 

Judge, James Bourne, Dover, Kent, Licansed Victualler. Oct 29 at 3 

at the Victoria Hotel, Castie st, Dover. Till, Folkestone 

Kay, John Wiafred, Warwick rd, Kensington, Coal Merchant. Oct 2 

at 3 at offices of Tatton, High st, Kensington 

Kelland, William, Wood st, Cioth Merchant. Nov 2 at 2 at37, Basing- 

hall st, Leeds. Poole, Bartholomew close 

Laird, Richard, Fowke’s buildings, Great Tower st, Surveyor. Oct 28 
at 11 at offices of Ashwin, Garden court, Temple 

Lewis, William, West Dean, Gloucester, Grocer. Nov I at 12 at offices 

Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. Fryer and Oxley, Coleford 

Lloyd, Edward Richard, Great Grimsby, Linc»ia, Timber Merchant. 
Oct 29 at 3 at the Great Northera Hotel, High ot, Lincoln. Watson 
and Dickons, Bradford 

Morgan, Thomas, Bishopstoke, Hants, Grocer. Oct 25 at 2 at 
offices of Killoy, Portland st, Southampton 

Moxhay, William Henry, Bristol, Cab Driver. Oct 27 at 12 at offices of 
Clifton, Corn st, 

North, Joseph, and David North, Shepley, York, Grocers. Oct 29 at2 
at 28, John William st, Huddersfield. Booth, Holmfirth 

Nunn, William, Birmingham, Grocer. Ost 29 ac 3 a6 offices of Row- 
lands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Offen, William, jan, High st, Lower Norwood, Grocer. Oct 25 at 3 at 
offices of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity square, Borough 

Parker, Humphrey, Willsnhall, Stafford, Rim Lock Manufactarer. Oct 
27 at 10.16 at offices of Vaughan, New rd, Willenhall 

Parkes, John Augustine, Leicester, H>siery Manufacturer. Oct 27 at 
12 at the King’s Head Hotel, Cuange alley, Haxby 


Leicester 

Parkir, Nathan, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Boiler Maker. Oct 28 at 12 at 
Offices of Slater and Poole, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Phillips, Octavius, and Maximilian Pnillips, Great Tower st, Colonial 
Brokers. Nov 1 at 3at offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry 


bers 

Pinder, George, Brighouse, York, Glass Dealer. Oct 28at $ at offices 
of Hutchinson, Picoadi'ly, Bradford 

Pitts, William, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Draper. Nov 2 at Ll at offices of 
Nicholson, London rd, Lowestoft 

Plotnicki, Marian Theodosius, Gateshead, Durham, Eagineer’s Clerk, 
Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Woolston, Hills st, Gateshead 

Portman, William, Frome, Somerset, Hat Manufacturer. Oct 28 at 12 
at offices of Dunn and Payne, King st, Frome 

Pratchett, Louisa Elizabeth, Pandileton, L hi Oct 29 at 2 at 
the White Lion Hotel, Thomas st, Shude hill, Manchester 

Prodger, John Rason, Edward Rason Prodger, and Frederick Prodger, 
Eastbourne, Suesex, Piumbers, Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Matthews, 
Terminus rd, Eastbourne 

Reilly, Patrick, Darlington, Durham, Beer Retailer. Oct 28 at 11 at 
offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 

Robinson, George Henry Ovington, Huddersfield, York, Saddler. 
1 at 3 at offices of Ainley, New st, Hudderstield 

Rowe, Robert, Iifracombe, Devon, Builder, Oct 18 at 11 at 18, High st, 
Ilfracombe. rnett, Ilfracombe 

Sanderson, Magnus, Sheffield, Brass Founder, Oct 28 at 13 at offices 
of Hodgson, Bank st, Sheffield 

Sansom, Samuel, Bilston, Staffurd, Butcher. Oct 37 at 1! at offices of 
Langman, Chureh st, Bilston 

Scarlett, Robert, Air st, Regent st, Butcher. Nov 2 at 2 at the Guild- 
hall Coffee House, Gresham st. Miller, King st, Cheapside 
Oct 23 at 1 at 

jurdekin and Go 





Nor 


Selkirk, Robert John, Doncaster. York, Fish Dealer. 
offices of Fisher, High st buildings, Doncaster. B 

Smyth, Grorge, Crediton, Devon, Draper, Oct 26 at 11 at the Half 
Moon Hotel, High st, Exeter. Searle 

Solomon, Jacob Louis, Dake st, 


Manchester square, Works of Art 
Dealer. Nov 10 at 3 at offices of Lumley and Lum'ey, Old Jewry 


chambers 
Summerhayes, Thomas Albert, Tenbury, Wells, Worcestershire, Baker’s 


Manager. Oct 27 at 2 at offices of Haines, St Joha’s lane, Glouces- 
ter 

Swallow, Thomas Dawson, Halifax, York, Commission Agent. Oct 27 
at 11 at offices of Boocock, Silver st, Halifax 

Thomas, James Tombes, Marquis rd, Camden square, no occapation. 
Oct 25 at 11 at offices of Dubois, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st. 
Blake, Bell yard, Doctors’ commons 

Thomson, Patrick Johnston, Pilgrim st, Ludgate hill, out of business, 
Nov 10 at 3 at offices of Peckham and Co, Knight Rider at, Doctors’ 
commons 

Turner, Robert, Newcaatle-upon-Tyne, Fine Arts Publisher, Oot 28 at 
2 at offices of Strachan and Co, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upoa- 
Tyne. Mather and Co, Newcastle-apou-lyne 

Voyle, Mary Ann, Merthyr Tydfil, Giamorgan, Cabinet Maker. Nov 
2 at 3 at offices of Morgan and Oo, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Walls, Charles, Hindley, hire, Timber Merchant, Oct 28 at at 
the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester, Orton and Bryan, 








Ewen, Frederick William, Manchester, Merchant, Nov 2 at at 
Oflces of Addleshaw aud Warburton, King at, Manchester 


Welk, Ghar Ryde, Isle of t, Builder. Oct 28 at 129 at the 
e aries, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Ov 
Crown Hotel, Ryde. Wooldr'dge, Ryde 
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Widdowsen, John, Buxton, Derby, Blacksmith. Oct 30 at 3 at theSt 
James’s Hotel, Derby. Bent, Manchester 

Williams, Richard, Tredegar, Monmouth, Tailor. Oct29 at 12 at offices 
of Shepard, Chapel st. Tredegar 

Wiper, John, Kendal, Westmorland,Currier, Nov 2 at 11 at the Board 
Room, Market place, Kendal. Thomson and Wilson, Kendal 

Wolfe, Jacob, Leeds, Jeweller. Oct 29 at 3 at offices of Ferns, Bank st, 


Tuxrspay, Oct. 19, 1875, 

Armstrong, John, Keswick, Cumberland, Mereantile Clerk. 
2.30 at the County Court Room, Cockermouth. Lowthian, Keswick, 

Armstrong, Joseph, East Grinstad, Sussex, Thrashing Machine Proprie- 
tor. Nov] at3.30 at the Crown Hotel, East Grinstead. Burton, 
Tunbridge Wells 

Arnold, Alfred, Coggeshall, Essex, Innkeeper. Oct 30 at 12 at offices of 
Cardinall, Halstead 

Bainbridge, John Davison, Hartlepool, Durbam, Tailor, Nov3 at il at 
offices of Todd, Town wail, Hartlepool 

Barnard, William, Grest Missenden, Buckingham, Builder. Oct 30 at 
2 at offices of Clarke, Easton st, High Wycombe 

Barnes, Charles Nolloth Cooper, Great Yarmouth, Butcher. Nov 8 at 
11 at offices of Wright, Queen st, Norwich 

Boyles, Abraham, Swansea, Glamorgan, Baker. Oct 28 at3.at 57, Wind 
st, Swansea. Woodward 

Breton, William Samuel, Lambeth walk, Confectioner. Nov 1 at 3 at 
offices of Lewis, Hatton garden 

Carter, William Cattley, Kingston-vpon-Hull, Merchant. Nov 1 at 11 
at of Carlili and Burkinshaw, Parliament st, Kingston-upon- 

Hall. Holden and Co, Holi 

Carter, William: Henry, and John Richard Carter, New rd, Rother- 
bithe, Licensed Victuallers. Nov 12 at2at Kennan’s Hotel, Crown 
court, Cheapside: Nash and Co, Queen st 

Chane, Joseph, Iron bridge, Silop. Nov 4 at ll at the Raven Hotel, 
Mach Wenlock 

Coe, William John, Old Bond st, Jeweller. Nov 3at 3 atoffices of Cape 
and Harris, Old Jewry. Lewis and Lewis, Ely place, Holborn 

Cope, Thomas, St Mary st, Woolwich, Dairyman. Oct 30 at 3 at the 
Free Trader, Beresford st, Woolwich. Cooper, Chancery lane 

Davies, Evan, Swansea, Glamorgan, Toll Collector. Oct 28 at 3 at offices 
of Collins, Broad st, Bristo]. Glascodine, Swansea 

Davies, John Joseph, Obelisk yard, Waterloord, Southwark, Livery 
Stable Keeper. Oct 28 at 2 at offices of Ager, Barnard’sinn, Holborn 
Roberts, Thanet place, Temple bar 

Davies, William, Caebade!l, Glamorgan, Haulier. Oct 27 at 1! at7, Rut- 
land st, Swansea. Davies and Hartland, Swansea 

Dickinson, Arthur John, Traodiey lane, Deptford, Chemical Manufac- 
— Nov 1 at 3 at 11!, Cheapside. Robiason, Gresham house, Old 

road st 

Doidge, Edward John, and George Henry Gross Alexander, Bermondse y 
New rd, Confectioners. Oct 26 at 3 at 4, Arthur st east, Chipper- 
field, Trinity st, Southwark 

Drew, Henry Edward, Newington causeway, Boot Maker, 
at Offices of Barrett and Patey, London wail 

Druitt, Henry, and Charies Draitt, Fencharch st, Merchants. Nov 12 
at 2at the Guildhall Tavera, Guildhall yard. Gregson, Angel court, 
Throgmorton st 

Eldridge, William Waters, Brighton, Sussex, Surveyor. N ov 8 at 3at 
the)Old Ship Hotel, Brighton. Black and Co, Brighton 

Evans, Edward, Dearri, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 1 at 1 at offices of 
Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Foxley, George, Aston, nr Birmingham, Tea Dealer. Nov 2 at li at 
offices of Sargent, Argyle chambers, Colmore row, Birmingham 

George, Charles, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Boot Maker. Nov 4 at 
12 at the Talbot Hotel, V:ccoria st, Bristol. Caapman, Weston-su per- 


Nov 1 at 


ct 29 at 12 


are 

Gillilan, Adam Hudson, and Themas William Brown, Liverpool, Mer- 
chants. Nov | at 2 at offices of Laces and Co, Union court, Liverpool 

Gray, Rev Horace Faithfall, Pilton, Somerset. Oct 30 at 11 at the George 
Hotel, Shepton Maliett. Nalder, Shepton Mallett 

Guest, William, Appleton, Cheshire, Farmer, Nov 1 at3 at offices of 
Davies and Co, Bewrey st, Warrington 

Halliday, Mark, Dipton. Durham, Grocer. Nov 5at1l atthe Tark’s 
oe Hotel, Grey st, Neweartle-upon-Tyne. Maw, jan, Bishop Auck- 


Nov 1 at 3 
Nov 3 at 3 at 


lan 

Halstead, Levi, Kirkburton, York, Stay Manufacturer. 
at offices of Mills, Byrom buildings, Huddersfietd 

Harris, James Thomas, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. 
offices of Sedd and Linay, Charch st, Theatre st, Norwich 

Harris, Thomas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer, Oct 40 at 11 at 7, 


Ratiand st, Swansea. Davies and Hartland 

Hewens, Mary Ann, William Greenway Hewens, Richard Henry 
Hewens, and Mark Hewers, Lesmington priors, Warwick, Ironmon- 
gers. Oct 28 at 12 at offices of Overell, Warwick st, Leamington 

Hill, Robert, jun, Longton, Stafford, Auctioneer. Oct 28 at 11 at the 
Crown Hotel, Stone. Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Hobbs, John, Bathurst st, Hyde park, Butcher. Nov 2 at 2 at the 
the Guildball Coffee House, Gresham st. Davie, New inn, Strand 

Hobden, Edward, Tanbridge Weiis, Kent, Piamber. Oct 29 at 12 at 
ofSees of Andrew and Cheale, Caiveriey Mount, Tanbridge Wells 

Irvine, William, and George Lockie, St Dunstan’s buildings, St Duan- 
stan’s hill, Merchants. Nov 9 at 4 at offices of Watney and Tilleard, 





Clement’s lane 

Jamieson, David, Stockton-on-Tees, Darham, Coal Merchant. Nov 2 
at 3 at offices of Shepherd andCo, Exchange place, Middlesborough 

Jones, John, Piymouth, Devon, Publisher. Nov 3 at 12 at offices of 
Rodda, Westwell st, Piymouth 

Jubb, Thomas, end Charies Jubb, Dewsbury, Waste Merchants, Nov 
1 at 3 at offices of Chadwick and Sons, Charch st, Dewsbur. 

Lane, George, Park st, Camden town, Milliner, Oct 24 at 2 at offices 
a bew, Waibrook 

Lew, William, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Farmer. Oct 30 at 11 at 
ofSces of Stratton and Ka dland, Queen et, Wolverhampton 

Christian, Lombard st, Merch Nov 3 at 3 at 

(fices of Kent, Red Lion court, Cannon st 

Levy, leeac, Leeds, Fan Dealer. Oct 29 at 3 at offices of Pullan, Bank 

, Park row, Leeds 
Loveil, YAward, Kea Lion st, Holborn, Glass Merchant. Nov latlat 
9, King Eaward et, Newgate st. Miles 


. 





en 
ee 


Mandefield, Joseph Foster, Scarborough, York, Hatters _Nov | atti, 
Offices of Hayes and Younguusband, Britania buildings, Oxtord plags, 
Leeds, Hick, Scarborough t 

Michelson, Henry, Devonshire place, Little North st, W 
General Dealer. Nov 3 at 3 at offices of Cattlin, Guildhall yard 

Morgan, Charles, Pomeroy st, New cross, Brewer. Nov 4 at 3 at 1465, 
Cheapside, Braund, Furnival’s ina 

Morris, John, East Grinstead, Sussex, Builder. Oct 28 at 3.30 at thy 
Crown Hotel. East Grinstead. Stoneand Simpson, Tunbridge Welly 

Mould, Bobert Linnzus, West. Bromwich, Stafford, Butcher, Noy 3a 
3 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Newberry, Charles, Newton Abbot, Devon, no occupation. Nov? a 
12 atthe Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Pearson and Whidboras, 


wlish 

Nichols, John Dunkerley, Hulme, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper, Noy 
10 at 11 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Brown st, Manchester 

O’Hanlon, Henry, and Charles 0’Hanton, Manchester, Manufacturers 
Agents. Nov 5 at 3 at offices of Boote aud Edgar, George st, Man. 
chester © 

Pearce, James, Manchester, Grocer. Nov 2 at 3 at offices of Dawson, 
Ridgefield, Manchester 

Peel, Robert, Atierciiffe, Sheffield, Plumber. Oct 29 at 11 at officas of 
Binney and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Pemberton, Sarah, Darlington, Durham, Fruit Merchant. Nov3 at 1) 
at offices of Robinson, Chancery lane, Darlington 

Pinnington, George, and Samuel Campbell, Liverpool, Shipsmiths, 
Nov 1 at 12 at 11, South John st, Liverpool. thers, Liverpool 

Poole, Reginald Claude, Bow lane, Mantle Manufacturers. Oct 29 at? 
at the Cannon st Hotel. Philp 

Richmond, Frank, Manningham, nr Bradford, York, Gardener. Nov 4 
at 11 at offices of Atkinson, Dale st, Bradford 

Roberts, Edward, West Hartlepool, Durham, Shirt Manufacturer. Noy 
4 at 3 at offices of Bell, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Roberts, John, Stapleton rd, Gl iter, A t. Oct 29 at 12 at 
offices of Clitton, Corn st, Bristol 

Rosekilly, Richard Rundle, Devonport, Devon, Licensed Victualler, 
Oct 30 at 10 at offices of Vaughan, St Aubyn st, Devonport 

Savage, Alfred Albert, Huntingéon, Grocer. Oct 29 at 11 at offices of 
Maule and Burton, Huntiogdon 

Sharpin, Robert George, Richmond terrace, Little bridge, Builder. Noy 
1 at 1 at offices of Cooke, Gray’s inn square 

Simons. Benjamin Quartermaine, Lee, Kent, Corn Dealer. Oct 29 at 2 
at offices of Arnold, Finsbury pavement 

Smith, Henry, Bristol, Boot Maker. Oct 29 at 2at offices of Becking. 
ham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Solomons, Lewis, Fashion st, Spitalfields, Tailor, Nov 1 at2 at offices 
of Sydney, Leadenhall st 

Sorge, George, Sunderland, Durham, Drapers’ Agent. Oct 28 at 12 at 
offices of Sherwood and Co, John st, Sunderiand 

Steggall, Jonn Ridgeon, Ipswich, Suifolk, Innholder. Oct 30 at 11 at 
offices of Mil ls, Eim at, Ipswich 

Stockton, George, and Robert Stockton, South Stockton, York, Boot 
Makers, Nov 4 at 1,30 at offices of Queen’s Hotel, Wellington st, 
Leeds. Huaton and Bolsover, Stockton-on-Tees 





Taylor, John, Derby, Hatter. Nov 4 at 3 at offices of Leech, St James's — 
Oct 29 at 11 atoffices . 


chambers, Derby 

Taylor, William Henry, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. 
of Green and Griffiths, Sc Mary st, Carmarthen 

Taylor, William Hider, Crowborough, Sussex, Builder. Oct 29at 4 a 
offices of Andrew and Cheale, Calverley mount, Tunbridge Wells 

Thomas, James, Maesycwmmer, Monmouuth, Tailor. Oct 30 at 1 at 
offices of Piews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Thornber, Joseph Harry, Fenchurch st. Tailor. Nov 2 at 2 at officesof 
Lovering ana Co, Gresham st. Rooks and Co, King st, Cheapside 

Tiver, Henry Wharton, Roehampton, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Nov 
3 at2 at offices of Norris, Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 

Truby, Henry, Bicester, Oxford, General Dealers. Oct 28 at 11 at 
offices of Berridge, Sheep st, Bicester 

Turner, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Fine Arts Publisher. Oct 28at 
the nog of Court Hotel, Holborn, in lieu of the place originally 
name! 

Turner, Robert, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Grocer. Oct 30 at 12 at 
offices of Overell, Warwick st, Royal Leamington Spa 

Watkins, John, Kate st, Balham, Clerk. Oct 30 at 10 at offices of 
Willis, St Martin’s court, Leicester square 

West, Frederick, Cirencester, Gloucester, Colt Breaker. Oct 30 at 4 at 
the Swan Hotel, Cirencester. Jackson, Stroud 

Weston, Stephen, Heolfach Ystrad, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov i 4 
12.30 at offices of Cook, Church st, Pontypridd 

Williams, Alfred, Winsford, Cheshire, Draper, Nov 1 at 3 at officesof 
Cooper and Sons, King st, Manchester 

Williams, Benjamia, Watchet, Somerset, Ship Carpenter. Oct 28 atl 
’ offices of Milne and Co, Albion chambers, Bristo!. Wattins, 

ristol 

Wilson, David Hamiltoa, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bookseller. Oct 29a 
{1 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, in lieu of the place 

cripteely named 

Wood, William, Dymchureh, Kent, Bricklayer. Oct 29 at 4 at the Stip 
Hotel, Dymehurch, Stringer 

Woolston, William, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Grocer, Nov 5 at 12 at 
othees of Dowsett, Hail Quay chambers, Great Yarmouth 

Yardicy, George, Halesowen, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 23ab 
11 at offices of Homer, High st, Brierley hill 


eee 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 


of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 
apon all classes of the community. With a view of appl ing a remedy 
$9 this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS C ANY, whea 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves precast 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of thecase, The Company 4ls0 
andertakes the conduct of /unerals to other comoteries, and to all part® 
of the United Kisaten. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 
pe obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application vo the Ohief Oiflee 4 
Lancaster-place Strand, W,C, 
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